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ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON WAR

]: N PREVIOUS ISSUES of The Bulletin
we have presented detalled evi-
dence showing that the imperialists
throughout the world are pursuing a
policy of collaboration and not a po-
licy, as in 1914, of trying to defeat
one anotiaer. The purpose of this col-
laboration, which means a temporary
shelving of imperialist rivalries, is
to decimate the class-~conscious world
proletariat and destroy the socialized
property in the Stalinist-distorted
Soviet Unione

Recently, we received a letter
which posed a number of gquestions re-
garding our position on the present
international situation. The guestions
are of such a nature that we have de-
cided to publish them Jjust as they
were submitted to us, with our answer
to each question, The questions and
our answers follow:

Question 1: "Why do the stocks go up
with every British 'success! but down
with 'peace scares' and Nazi !'suc-
cesses!? Are the Wall Street people
being fooled, or fooling whom? After
all, the workers do not watch the
stock market much."

Answer: The idea that the stocks on
the Wall Street market have gone up
with British, and down with German
"successes" is an illusion. When we
say this, we have in mind not what may
have happened to this or that stock at
any moment, but to the stock market ag
a whole. Tae bourgeois press publish-
es cumilative statistics on the move-
ment of the stock market as a whole,
and an investigation of these statis-
tics will show +that the questioner
labors under a misconception. On De-
cember 9, 1940, The N.Y.Herald-Tribune
(page 21) published a graph illustrat-

dustrial, and 30 1leading railroad
stocks on the N.Y.Stock Exchange Mar-
ket over a period of time. Let us be-
gin our examination with the summer of

1939, when there was no "“war" and see
what this movement has been.

In the summer of 1939, a slump
occurred on the Wall Street market.
Then there was an irregular rise., Im-
mediately wupon the declaration of
"war" on September 3,1939, the stocks
rose somewhat markedly. During Hit-
ler's occupation of Poland,the stocks
contimied to rise and reached their
highest point since the end of 1938.
The occupation of Poland was a terri-
fic British "defeat," but the Wall
Street sotocks did exactly the oppo-
site of what the questioner apparent-
ly imagines occurred.

We do not intend to convey the
impression that there was any causa
relationship between Hitler!s "succes-
sos" and the rise in tne Wall Street
stocks. The rise in stock prices may
nave been due to a thousand and one
factors other than Hitler!s "succes-
es," factors involving certain econo-
mic transactions amongst the capital-
ists. :

In the middle of May 1940,when
Hitler began to invade Belgium and
Holland, the stocks took a sharp drcp.
S0 far it was not yet clear whether
this would be a British "Success" or
"failure". About the time that it be-
came clear that 1t was a British
"failure", the stocks began to rise.
Again, we do not mean to draw any
causal relation betwoen the rise in
the Wall Street stocks and theBrit-
ish "failure". We desire merely to
point out certaln concrete facts and
to show that they do not bear out the

ing the movement of the 70 leading in- _;_ questioner's suppositions.
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It will be of value to carry the
matter even beyond the Wall Street
market to which the gquestioner refers,
and see what has been happening lately
in the German stcck market.

On the basis of the questioner's
supposition that the direction of the
movement of stocks is a proof that
there is a real war going on, how
would he account for the following?
Nazi stocks reached their Thighest
roint since OSeptember 1939 precisely
during the peridd when the spectacular
victories of Greece, the ally of Bri -
tain, were reported to have occurred.
It will be 1recalled that the Greeks
were reported to have captured Koritza
on November 22, 1940. The period im-
mediately preceding this date was ob~
viously what the guestioner would con-
sider a period of ‘"success" for the
British side. Nevertheless, precisely
during this period the Berlin stock
market experienced 1its greatest rise
in yprices since September 1939. On
November <5, three days after ths re-
ported capture of Koritza by  the
Greeks, the New York Times stated:

"BERLIN, Nov.24- The Boerse here
has Jjust experienced the most agi-
tated week since the beginning of
the war. An upward trend of prices
noticeable for several weeks was
accentuated further and the gtock
price index jumped in the week from
178.14 to 186.20 on Friday, repre-
senting tine - biggest weskly advance
_éigcg September 1939."(iy emphasis -

It might perhaps be imagined that this
bullish market in Germany might have
been due to the fact that Hungary and
Rurania had joined the "Axis". But
this same dispatch from Berlin
continues?

"There seems to be a consensus
that last week's advance was not
due to general political factors
such as the accession of Hungary
and Rumania to the three-power pact
or expectations of Great Britain's
collapse at the present phase of
the air battle. The Boerse as
usual showed little interest in in-
ternational developments."

B R R R R I

It might seem from this that the Ger-
man Wall Street is stimulated to pros-
perity by British '"successes." Ob-
viously, this would be an incorrect
conclusion. As a matter of fact, the
above-quoted dispatch goes on to say
that the rise in stocks on the Boerse -
occurred on the strength of a prospect
of a building expansion. This indi-
cates once again that the fluctuation
of stocks is not necessarily caused by
British "successes" or "failures',

* % %

Quesgtion 2: "How come so0 many sehips

are being sunk, factories destroyed or
crippled? Of caurse workers killed in
the process don't mean a thing, but
why should capitalists hurt the means
of production, the actuwal root of
their power? You know that during the
last war Krupp in Essen got royalties
for every shell fired from Allied
guns. If now Krupp ies bombed doesn't
the present !'war' seem more real than
the last onel?"

Answer: Marxism teaches the workers
that, paradoxically enough, capitalism
opsrates along sucnh lines that very
often the %bourgeoisie are compelled,
due to certain critical situations in
society, to resort to wholesale de-
struction of wealth. That is done to
prop up their sysitem as a waole. War
naturally entails a terrific destruc-
tion of wealth, including the means of
production. Iet wus make a survey of
the amount of destruction in the pre-
sent situation.

Naturally since the imperialist
plan is to make it appear that they
are "fighting" they must engage in de-
stroying gome 1life and propertiy to
cover up the actual fact of tneir col-
laboration. It may be recalled, as a
good example, that the headlines were
screaming that the R.A+F. had bombed
the Krupp factory, heart of the German
munitions industry. Gertainly  the
headlines made it appear that this was
serious. But on careful examination
we see that,contrary to the impression
that our questioner has, that tae bom-
bardment of Krupp seriously damaged
the plant, the following 1is
reportedi-



"A party of foreign newspaper
men brought by plane from Berlin to
see whether 3Britiskh reports of
heavy damage to the great Kr upp
steel and munitions works were true
found Krupp still a going concern
and inhe plant apparently little
hurt."

"Careful observation from a
plane flying over the plant and
during a slow trip by automobile
winding here and there through the
enormous works failed to digclose

any evidence gof gerious hits on
furnace rooms, c¢oal and cooking

plants or steel plants." (World-
Telegram, Nov. 11, 1940« My empha~
sis — G. C.)

The above is a characteristically re~

vealing indication of how factories
are "destroyed."

"Ihe Germans as a whole have not
felt tne full force of aerial war-
fare. They may and do suffer cer-
tain discomforts, but their days
are still untroubled by bombs, and

their public utilities are gtill
functionin 100 per cen t."
(New Tork Times, November 10,1940.

My empaasis - G.C.)

Thus after fourteen months of "war"
witah the reported R. A. F. intense at-
tacks on Germany, especially in recent
woeks, tiie public utilities of Germany
according to the papers have not even
been scratched.

‘We have seen in the headlines
terrific devastation of London. But
if one reads the newa tucked away be-
hind the heavy screen of noise, one
finds a picture similar to the one we
have seen reported from Germany.

We L. White writes from London
that:-

n essecfor a few hours until dusk
you might think that our American
picture of war-torn London is the

fizment of some rewrite man's
imagination."
Not only 1is there no ﬁholesale devas-

tation in London, but in the same ar-

-3~

ticle White adds that:

"If I had not been reading the
newspapers I would think that Lon-
don was in the process of a mild
building boom, about half as great
as New York's construction wurge in

1929...." (New York Times, October
12, 1940.)
Some figures have been published to

show the extent of the "damage" to
British industry especially in and
around London:-

"A marmufacturers! trade assoc i-
ation, more than six hundred facto-
ries in Greater London owned by
member firms, stated that only six,
or less than one percent, had been
damaged by bombs." (New York Times,
October 23, 1940.)

Furthermores?

"The London Chamber of Commerce
has a membership of some 9,000 con-
cerns engaged in every branch of
light and heavy industry. Less
than twenty of tnese companies have
notified the chamber of the neces-
sity to move to temporary addresses
because of raid damage," (Ibid.)

Out of 9,000,
a dozen or so.

less than 20! - perhaps

One explanation for all this lack
of damage is the following: “A gur-
prising number of 'duds! have fallen
on London," and this fact "had become
common gossip in London but had not
been permitted to pass the British
censorship." "The time bombs that
wore at first the most feared of all
are the ones that have chiefly con-
vinced experts that there is something
wrong." (New York Times, Oct.6, 194C,)

"Strangely" enough, there were no
German "duds" in the destruction of
Warsaw and other Polish cities, no re-

ports of "duds" falling upon Belgian,
Dutch or French cities. But when it
came to the bombardment of London, a

surprising
"duds"

number of

been

-

have found.
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Careful examination of the re-
ports that the bourgeois press prints,
will give one a fair idea of Thow
"attacks" are reported. For example,
on September 12, 1940 the World-Teleg-
ram headlines blared:-  "British Bomb
Berlin Airport," and the story conti-
nues:- "British pilots reported their
bombs inflicted heavy damage on all

objectives." The most important ob-
jective, according to the report, was
Berlin:

"Most spectacular objective of

the Britisi counter-attack was Ber-

- lin, where R.AF. Dbombers flying
low througn a searcihlignt and
ground battery barrage, blasted at
the Terpelnof Airdrome, the Anhalt-
er railroad station, vhich is often
used by Adolf Hitler, and an anti-
aircraft Dbattery in the Tier-
garten." (Ivid.)

Thus, prominence is given to the great
and devastating work alleged to have
been dene by the airmen. However,
often in tne same issue of the paper,
and sometimes even in the same articls,
but hidden in some obscure, unnotice-
able place, 1is a report like the fol-
lowing wnich refers back to the head-~
line news:

"A correspondent, who spent half
an hour criss-crossing tne airdroms
among military and passenger plane
runways and buildings, fajled to
see any damage. The Ann alter
station, its huge yelliow brick shed
full of pufiing trains, appeared as
usual." (Ibid. My emphasis - G.C.)

Thus is the 1lie
page reporti.

given to the front

In early August 1940 reports from
Britisa sources stated that the Port
of Hamburz was virtually in ruins as a
result of three months' bombing. Cor-
respondents who were able to see a
good deal of the city and the harbor
of Hainburg, whose pulverization as a
result of 3 months' bombing had been
heralded by the British, reported
thati-

"Hamburg was bombed yesterday
and last night, allegedly from a

great altitude, but a party of
foreign correspondents taken by
special plane to Hamburg from Ber-

lin this afternoon could see no
trace of any violent bombardments

which the Royal Air Force was sup-
posed to have carried out against
the city, 'pulverizing' the town or
sections of the town.

A visit to the harbor and ship-
ping centers also showed these to
be intggt, 1t was said. The cor-
respondents then received an excel-
lent birds-eye view from
St. Michael's tower from which no
sign of destruction could be
detected." (New York Times, August
4, 1940. My emphasis - G.C.)

On November 29, 1940 the New York
Times headline stated: "Cologne Bat-
tered In Fierce R.A.F. Raid." Ameri-
can correspondents reported however:-

"eavse Although the raid on that
city was 'noisy' they said today,
the action was apparently confined
to outlying districts.

"In the course of a flight today
over principal industrial citiés
such as Cologne and Duisburg, these
correspondents saw no signs of
telling damage to any big German
industrial plants, they declared.
Furthermore, they said they found
big Rhine dridges as well as those
over the canals in that district
still 4intact.

"Admitting the possibility that
localized damage had been done by
isolated bombs, these American news-
paper men nevertheless reported
that Raineland industries appeared
unimpaired by British bombs and the
Raineland cities apparently none
the worse for all the raids on
them."  (New York Times, November
29, 1940.)

With respect to the so-calle d
damage in France, the French Minister
of Industrial Production and Labvor,

Kene Belin, is reported as saying
that:-

"The damage to French industry

generally, he remarked, was negli-

gible in the short-lived war with



Germany, as c¢ompared to that suf-
fered in the World War.

“For example, he sald, little or
no damage had been dene %0 the coal
mines and electric plants of North-
ern France, and they soon would be
ready to start operations." (N. Y.
Times, August 4, 1940, My em—
thasis - G.C.)

It seems that some of the more
observant reporters are taking the re-
ports about "great bombing attacks"
with a grain of salt. A report from
London statess-

"Last night it was reported a
Sbuthwest coast town had the worst
raid in its history. But cautious
correspondents were beginning to
wonder about this kind of report.
Some towns have 'the worst raids in
history'! as regularly as some prima
donnas have their last appearance."
(New York Times, Sept. 5, 1940.)

Time and 2gain the story went that in-
dustrial sections of England suffered
terrific damages, Illusion-spreading
headlines to the contrary, we find
that:-

"Industtial England, which took
the %brunt of Nazi banbing attacks
many weeks before the beginning of
the blitzkrieg on London, is vir—
tually untouched.” (New York Post,
October 7, 1940.)

Our questioner might say in reply to
these quotations that these denials of
destruction are made for propagandis-
tic purposes, to boost morale. But
this is obviously not +the case. The
propaganda that is being spread is all
in the direction of creating the im-
rression that tremendous destruction
is taking place in both England and
Germany. The correspondents of the
New York Times send in reports denying
widespread destruction but the editors
of the Times are careful to camouflage
these reports, to tuck them away in
obscure places, and to becloud them
wit: misleading headlines. The pro-
pagandistic policy of the bourgeoi s
rapers is in the direction of creating
the impression  that tremendous de-

struction has taken place in England
and Germany, And it is this notion
that has taken root in the mind of the
masses.

Unguestionably, a certain amount
of destruction has taken place:i- ships
have been sunk, dwellings have Dbeen
destroyed, some factories have been
damaged, some airplanes have been shot
down, and soldiers and civilians have
been killed, but whatever has taken
place must be wunderstood in light of
the total policy of the imperialists
in the present historical period. The
basic bourgeois policy since the Octo-
ber Revolution has been to form a
commen front of world  imperialism
against the international proletarian
vanguard, against the colonial masses,
and for the destruction and dismember-
ment of the first workers state. All
other policies which arose {rom the
inter-imperialist rivalries have been
temporarily subordinated to the basic
policy. We have described the unfold-
ing of the imperialists! policy since
the October BRevolution in  previous
articles in The Bulletin.

Over a period of many years after
the end of the World War, the inter-
national imperialists have struggled
to prop up German capitalism, a highly
important, but exceesdingly  weakened
link in +the world capitalist system.
The British, French and American
imperialists materially aided the Ger-
wan bourgeoisie to rehabilitate 1its
war macnine. An organic part of this
process was the destruction of the
German proletarian vanguard and the
crushing of the German worldng masses
through the establishment of fascism.
The next vphase of the imperialists'
policy was the wutilization of Hitler
as the gendarme of Europe. Under the
cover of ‘'appeasement," Austria and
Czechoslovakia were put under the con-
trol of the Nazi forces. Pursuing the
same basic policy, but now under the
cover of a declaration of “war," Po-
land, Denmark, Norway, Holland, Bel-
gium and France were also put under
fascist control.

Meanwhile Stalin was permitted to
take certain territories. This trans-
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formed him from a "peace-lover" into
an "aggressor" — a fact which will be
used as a "moral" issue in the forth-
coming  imperialist attack on the
Soviet Union.

In the context of this basic po-
licy of the imperialists which aims at
dividing so enormous and wealthy a
territory as the OSoviet Union and
placing the world proletariat under
fascism, whatever "warlike" destruc-
tion is entailed in the present pre-
liminary stages, to camouflage the
preparation for the impending attack
on the Soviet Unien, is insignificant
in comparison with the final gains the
imperialists hope to obtain. Finally,
it should be pointed out that even
this camouflage-destruction is heing
more than compensated for right now by
the intensified exploitation of the
working class on the pretext of "war

necessity."
A ok *

Quegtion 3¢ "Why could not Daladier ar
Reynaud rermain at the head of the
government in France? After all, they
had played their part well in letting
the Wazis 1in, why should the Nazis
insist wupon their being removed and
even put to trial?"

Ansver: Different situations necessi-
tate different personalities being at
the head of the state in bourgeois

~saciety. This is elemeatary. If it
is necessary at a certain time to have
as the head of state a man with a
"democratic" front, then such a man
will be put there by the bourgeoisie
and he will fool the masses of workers
by means of 1liberal demagogy. Vhen
the situation calls for a i1iffer-
ent type of individual, say a fascist,
then sucn a man will be placed at the
top, and the masses again will be bam-
boozled,but this time by a different
nmetaod.  lever forget that.while the
bourgeoisie are in power, it matters
very little waom they put at the head
of the zovernment. No matter who.the
individual may be, he is at all times
carfying out the policies of his class,
the vourgeoisie. Thus, whether it be
Blum, Reynaud,or Fetain, the interestis
of the French imperialists - are Being

ecared for and strengthened. As far as
removing Reynaud or Daladier is con-
corned — Just as with countless others
in history — this was a step neces-
sary to the French imperialists in
order to create the impression among
the workers that somehow or other
these two men were not preserving the
interests of "France," i.e., that they
represented something basically dif-
ferent from Petain. Although Daladier
and Reynaud served French imperialism
to the best of their abilities, it was
necessary to remove them and even use
them as gcapegoatg thus throwing the
resentment of the masses on a few in-
dividuals to safeguard the imperialist
oligarchy as a whole. Tais is an age-
old maneuver to distract attention
frow the responsibility of the bour-
geoisie as a whole and to make it lcok

as 1if the migsery of the masses is
the fault of a few individuals. You
may be quite sure that, although IRey-

naud, Blum, Daladier and the rest arc
perfectly clear as to the game of the
imperialists, for they helped to  con-
duct it, neither one of them will a8
much as say one word which would Dbe-
tray their class,

* & *

Quegtion 4: "Wiay have 50 U, S. de-
stroyers been delivered to England?
I fall to see how they can be of any
use in a war against the Soviet Union.

Answer: With respect to this question
a mumber of poscsible reasons may be

given, One reason, always valid, is
that it was a good business deal for
the steel trusts. American steel in-
terests now have an opportunity to
rush construction of new destroyers
and make more and greater profits.

Witz respect to
of the question it should be note¢
that any part of a fleet can be usec
for npurpeses of blogckade, attack, etc.
Since destroyers are tae chied
means Of fighting submarines, of whiclk
Stalin's navy has a certain nurber,
there may be some Teason to believe
that that will be one of their main
tasks in the future.

* * *

the second par!
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Question 5t "Why are the ‘Refugee
children? from England mainly the sons
and daugnters of Lords and capitalists?
If the purpose was deception of the
masses wouldn't it have served that
purpose better +to bring here workers!
children?"

Answer: It isn't true that only the
children of Lords and capitalists are
being evacuated. Workers' children,
also, according to the reports,are
being evacuated. If they are not being
sent to America, but to the interior
of England, it is probably only a mat-
ter of expense.

Question €2 "Why does England, and
U. S. as well, rrevent the shipment of
foodstuffs to Europe? After all,
hunger ray yetl make the masses revolt
against their wmasters, which is just
what should be prevented?"

Answer: First of all the facts are
not entirely correct in the guestion.
It is not true that England is actual-
ly zreventing the shipment of food-
stuffs to Europe, for we read taat'-

"The first French food ship to
attempt to pass the British block-
ade openly entered the Mediterrane-
an off Gibraltar, escorted by
two Frenclh war ships, without being
disturbed today. The freighter
trougat African colonial foodstuffs,
chiefly raw material for edible oil,
one of the basic elements now lack-
ing in French diet."  (World Teleg-
ram, October 1, 1940.)

We can add further proof to show that
food is not prevented from reaching
Europe:

"Relations between France and
Britain have been seriously strain-
8d by +the decision of the Petain
Government to order the Frenca Navy
to convoy French werchant ships
carrying food and raw materials in-
to Marseille and other French ports.

"It is learned on unimpeachable
authority that the French have been
breaking the British blockade in

this manner for several weeks. A
considerable quantity of food has
been convoyed to  France from
Algiers and several French convoys
even have passed unmolested through
the Strait of Gibraltar." (New York
Times, December 12, 1940. My em-
phasis - G.C.)

It is to be noted that the ships carry-
ing food to France are not neutral
ships but are French ships of the
Petain government whose domination by
Hitler cannot be doubted. It has
actually been revealed that Church-
i1 1's policy is to permit food to
go to Nazi-conirolled territory, in
this instance, France.

"So far Prime Minister Winston
Churchill has shown umusual TrG-
gtraint in meeting this problem. He
has recognized that in view of the
hard feeling in France about ths
British naval action against the
French Fleet at Oran any serious
interference with the French naval
units now. protecting the convoys
mignt force France into the war.
Mr. Churchill has taken the view
that it would be better to permit a
limited quantity of food to pass
into France than to take on a new
enemy." (Ibid. My emphasis -~ G.C.)

It can be safely assumed that the
imperialists, in their gigantic plan
to wipe out the proletarian vanguard
and partition the Soviet Union,are not
going to allow a problem 1like food to
interfere in any serious way with
their program.

*  R® X

Question 7: "If the sham war is but
the preparation for the assault on the

Soviet Union, how can we be sure that
this will not also develop into a sham
war, wita the Stalin regime giving
everything without resistance? Would
that mean that the attack was less
realt"

Answor: Stalin secured undivided per-
sonal power under the guise of being
a Bolshevik. He has always used revo-
lutionary phrases, symbols and o%ther
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shielding devices to cover wup his
counter-revolutionary actions. This
is the method which has enabled him to
this day to fool millions of revolu~
tionary workers into believing that he
is the true follower of Lenin. The
confusion of the workers is all the
greater because of yet another fact,
It is difficult for the workers to
realize taat at the head of the state
created wunder Lenin's leadership in
the greatest revolution in history,

there now stand counter-revolutionary
usurpers whose policy is the anti-
thesis of Lenin's. This cancerous

leadersnip --— Stalin. and his entire
burocracy - has conspired, killad,
distorted truth, and committed the
bloodiest deeds 1in history precisely
to keep itself in power. No deed has
been too villainous to commit if it
succeeded in preserving the buro-
cracy's stolen power and privileges.

Although millions of workers who
follow or are sympathetic to Stalinism
do so because they believe Stalin to
be an honest Bolshevik 1leader of the
international proletariat who wishes
at every opportunity to spread the re-
volution, the imperialists know better
They have earefully followed the acti-
vities of Stalin since his usurpation
of power and know that he promotes

not revolution, but counter-revolution

As such, Stalin and his burocracy rep-
resent no danger to imperialism, for
opportunism can be only a support to
imperialism. But Stalinism, though a
counter-revolutionary tendency, con-
trols a proletarian form of state. The
imperialists nmust of necessity destroy
the material base upon which the Stal-
inist burocracy thrives — socialized
property. The burocracy cannot exist
without its means of substenance, the
socialized property which it has
uvsurped, and will naturally, in its
own -~ and not in the workers! - inter-
ests put up the best military fight of
which it is capable. It will send
millions of workers into the slaughter
and will itself be in the front lines
to urge the workers on. Stalinism is
a reactionary force; it conducts a re—~
actionary policy in peace and in war,
When world imperialism strikes at
Stalin, it will encounter a frenzied

attempt on his part to save for him-
self and for his burocracy the para-
dise created at the eoxpense of the
toilers. Whereas the French and Brit-
ish finance capital, under the guise
of "war," have collaborated with Hit-
ler to strangle the ZFrench working
class in order to preserve the private
property basis of French imperialism,
Stalin will not be able to win the im-
perialists to a compromise to preserve
the socialized property upon vhich his
power rests. Since Stalin will in-
variably continue to handcuff the
world proletariat to the international
bourgeoisie, he 1is in an insoluble
contradiction. He strengthens the im-
perialists and thus is prevented from
being able to defeat them. The contra~
diction can and will be resolved
either by the imperialists through the
destruction of Stalin and the social-
ized property, or by the proletariat,
under a re.born Leninist leadership,
through the destruction of Stalin and
the extension of socialized property
on an international scale.

* * *

Question 8: "You eall opportuniste

and ridicule those who maintain there
is a war and try to find secondary ex-
planations for its 'peculiarities! in-
stead of acknowledginz that their
basic conception has been wrong.
Aren't you following the very same
'opportunist' 1line of reasoning when
you say in substance, the one-party-
system was all right, and only by a
set of unfortunate circumstances such
as Trotsky's treachery, etc., did, Sta-
lin achieve gupreme power which he
never should have? Doesn't this also
resemble the position of the Trotsky-
ites when the parties of the Third

International suddenly turned to thes
left again, which they never should
have according to Trotsky's 'Marxist!

prophesy, as pointed out in the
'Bulletint?"
Answer: Unfortunately, this question

has so many ideas strung toget her
which are not directly connected, that
we do not understand just what point
the questioner is asking. If he will

reformulate the question, we will
glad to answer*hgm; ' il be
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Question 93 "Is this the very first
war in world history to be acted in-

stead of fought? Or might there have
been similar ones as Napoleon's ag-
ainst England which he also long
threatened to invade but never did? A
very similar case might be built up
how Napoleon had to act to deceive the
revolutionary French masses, and how
the other powers had to play their
rarts in order to prevent the spread
of the revolution?

Answer: This 1is certainly not the
first situvation in which the trappings
of war were wused by the participants

to mask collaboration against the
actual or potential threat of the
toilers.

It is a well-established fact

xnown to every Marxist,that the French

and the Prussian ruling classes,in the

course of the Franco-Prussian war, un-
der the guise of the siege of Paris,
were actually collaborating against

the French workers.

On the 4th of September,1870, the
republic of France was proclaimed, the
bourgeoisie immediately usurping the
state power. The siege of Faris by the
Frussians continued, To defend Paris,
however, meant t0 arm the already re-
volutionary workers. The French bour-
geoisie converted the defense of Paris
into a means of decimating the Pari-
sian proletariat. While pretending to
defend Paris, the bourgeois leaders
actually engaged in secret intrigues
with the Frussians. These@achinations
were brought to a close with the sur-
render of Faris.

"The capitulation of Paris, by
surrendering to Frussia not only
Faris, but all France, closed the
lons—-continued intrigues of treason
wita the enemy, which the usurpers
of the 4th September had begun, as
Trocau himself said, on that very

sams dag." (Karl Marx, Selected
Works, Volume II, p. 48 3. My

emphasis - G.C.)

The Franco-Prussian War can be divided
into two phases: 1) the phase of real
war lasting 47 days (July 19, 1870,
when the war tegan, to Sept. 4, 1870) ;

period throughout the

2) the phase of fake war lasting from
September 4, 1870 to January 28, 1871
vhien Paris was surrendered,a period of
146 days,or almost five months. During
this phage of fake war, tens of thous-
ands of soldiers were killed on  both
sides and much property was destroyed,

We have here a clear instance of
the trappings of war being used as a
camouflage of collaboration between te
rival bourgeoisie against the prolet-
ariat. It must be pointed out that the
overwhelming mass of workers of that
world were
thoroughly fooled into believing that
the French bourgeois Republic sincere-~
ly and honestly was fighting to prevent
the loss of Paris. Reading the news-
papers of those days, one cannot find
éven an inkling +vhich would lead to
the conclusion that the Franco-Prus-
sian war, with the exception of the
first few weeks, was a sham war with
the bourgeois leaders of both sides in
secret collaboration against the work-
ers. As a matter of fact, the non-
Marxist workers today still do not
know the facts concerning the fake
nature of the Franco-Prussian War in
its second and major phase.

A somewhat similar situation oc-
curred during the 1last phase of the
real imperialist war Ybetween Germany
and Russia in 1914-1917, As the revo-
lutionary tide was rising in Russia,
the Russian bourgeoisie realized that
the very foundations of capitalism
were in danger of being wiped out by
the proletariat, It so happened that
among the most important revolutionary
centers at the time were Petrograd and

Liga. The Russian bourgeoisie decided
on a plan to wipe out the Bolshevik
vanguard. This had to be done with

extreme care s0 as not to arouse the
suspicion of the workers. Hence, the
Russian imperialists decided to hand
over Riga to the Germans as a prelimi-
nary to the c¢rushing of the revolu-
tionary vanguard in Petrograd. Their
policy was to allow the ‘“enemy" to
come in to Riga. The Russian bour-
geoisie, faced with a revolutionary
proletariat, subordinated its irperi-
alist rivalry with Germany to their
need of crushing the revolutionary
proletariat — even going so far so to
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turn over Russian territory to Germany
and to use German troops to help sup-
‘press the Russian workers.

The workers throughout the world,
victims of %bourgeois and opportunist
newspaper propaganda, never suspected
that the plotting Russian bourgeoisie
deliverately opened the Riga front
under the guise of a continuation of
the war against Germany. It must be
pointed out that in this treacherous
maneuver, thousands of German and
Rugsian soldiers were killed, wounded
and taken prisoner, much property was
damaged, and part of the Russian navy
was destroyed. It muat further be
pointed out that in the fake phase of
the Russo-German war of 1914-17 it was

only the Marxists who exposed the
fakerye. The opportunists of all
shades, on the contrary, were essen-

tially spreading the same deceptions
as thae bourgeoisie, naturally dis-
guised by "socialist" phrases.

We +turn now to the question of
the Napoleonic campaigns which our
correspondent raised. With respect to
his specific question concerning Napo-
leon's 1long threatened, but never
materialized, invasion of England, we
must again go back into history and
examine what really took place.: '

It is a matter of fact that Napo-
leon's navy was inferior to the Brit-

is: navy. Napoleon's plans for the
invasion were pusned after March 3rd,
1801, On the lst of Octoter 1801, an

armiatice was signed between Britain
and Fraace and the Peace of Amiens
followed on March 27th, 1802, When
war was again declared between the two
countries on May 18th, 1803, Napoleon
vigorously pressed forward his
invasion schere. An army of 130,000
men was ready at Boulogne for the
crossing. To enable this army to in-
vade England it wes necessary for the
Frenca fleet to have at least tempora-
ry control of the Channel. Napoleon's
plan was to order some of his ships to
distant places, draw the Britisa after

them, and then slip away from the
British, come DbYack to the unguarded
Channel witn all the Frenca fleet

and thus enable the French troops to
cross. however,the British were not fool-

ed into weakening their hold on the
Channel. They sent only small squad-
rons to chage the French to distant

waters. At the same time, Napoleon's
operations in South Germany f o rced
Austria and Russia into a coalition
with Britain against him. The entire
situation was changing, especially af-
ter the French fleet received its fir st
setback by the British Admiral Calder
in the Bay of Biscay in July 1805, and
its second and decisive setback by
Nelson in the Battle of Trafalgar in
October 1805 when the joint French-
Spanisin fleets were destroyed. Ob-
viously an invasion over water was
automatically ruled out since Napoleon
no longer had a navy. After Calder's
victory, Napoleon succeeded in quiet-
ing the mind of the French masses by
his viotories at Ulm and Austerlitz
when he defeated the armies of the
British allies, Austria and Russia.

Napoleon pursued a basic policy
of real war. When he did not strike,
as, for example, when he abandoned his
plan for crossing the Channel, it was
because he lacked the means. There ig
no analogy between this incident in
the Napoleonic campaign and the tre-
sent gituation. The basic policy of
the internatiomal imperinlists tod ay
i1s to collaborate, along the lines
which we have indicated above.

*  x X

Quegtion 10t "If there are fake wars,

can there be fake revolutions also?"

Answer:? Yoes. When we speak of revo-
lutions we naturally are talking about
proletarian revolutions — or what are
passed off as such. The October Levo-
lution was a genuine one, organized by
a revolutionary party having mass sup-

port. Since the rise of Stalinism,
however, we have witnessed fale revo-
lutions.

Stalinism arose as a plot to wus-
urp power,the chief conspirators being
Stalin, Zinoviev, Kamenev, with whom
Trotsky collaborated. To raint ain
themselves in power it was necessary
for them to capture the Comintern, in-
stall Dburocratic stooges wao. would
strictly follow orders from Stakinm,and
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behead any revolution which would
threaten their power. Tais belheading
could be accomplished only by laying

down a line for the Comintern which
weuld Jook revolutionary, but would
actually be counter-revolutionary. The
Stalinist zig-zag method was evolved
for this purpose. In the first revo-
lutionary situation which Stalinism
was forced to destroy —- in Germany in
1823 — a Rightist line was laid down
for this purpose. When the German
revolutionary developments had been
stifled, the Stalinists, in order to
cover up their treacherous Rightist
line of collaboration with Social
Democracy and the German bourgeoisie,
instigated the well known Hamb urg
putsche A handful of revolution-
ary workers under Stalinist control at-
tempted to "overthrow" the government.
Tnis was a fake revolution. Its pur-
pose was to cover up, by means of such
ultra-Left, wild putschism, the Right-
ist line just completed. Such a fake
revolution was organized by the Stalin-
ists again in Canton in 1927 under the
fraudulent name, "The Canton Comrmune."

Thus, thers have algo been fake revo-
lutions.

* »* [ ]
Quegtion 11t If the capitalists want-

ed no real war to take place, should
the workers Jjust in spite have fought
a real war and thus spolled the
scheme?"

Angwer: Our questioner does not make
a distinction between an imperialist
war and a revolutionary war, when he
syeaks of the workers fighting a "real
war." Marxism teaches the workers
that it is not in their imterest to
fight each other. The only war that
workers can pursue in their ®swn inter-
ests 1is a revolutionary war against
their exploiters and oppressers. And
only in such manner do they spoil the
imperialist schemes.

* * *

Question 12: "Does Stalin know that
there is no war? Or is he being fool-~

ed, tool"

Answer} Proceeding on the assumptién
that Stalin is well informed, a clouse
observer of the international scene,
and is completely familiar wita Marx..
ism, although he does not practice it,
we would say that he must see at least
this much: that the imperialists are
not fighting a war to defeat each oth-

er. He must lmow that, despite the
fact that he is not a danger to the
imperialists, he 1is at the head of a

state which still has as its basis an
advanced form of property as compared
to the rest of the world. He must
know that this property form repre-
gents a thorn in the side of imperial-
ism as a whole and hence must be de-
stroyed. He has witnessed the various
attempts by the imperialists to get
together for a final and successful
assault on the Soviet Union. He must
know that British capitalism is a
blood-brother to German capitalism and
that the two are mortal enemies of the
proletariat and the socialized proper-
ty in the Soviet Union — despite all
the "pacts" which have been and may be
signed between Stalin and the imperi-
alists.

Stalin's fight will, of necessity
be one bagsed purely on his military
power. Having a policy of destroying
revolution in order to maintain him-
self and his burocracy in power, he
can not, because of the very nature of
Stalinism, organize and conduct a re-
volutionary war. Stalin's war can
lead only to the destruction of the
Soviet Union. Only the revolutionary
proletariat, headed by a Bolshevik
party which had destroyed the influ-
enge of Stalinism, can prevent the im-
perialists from carrying out their
plan of completely wiping out every
remnant of the October Revolutions The
primary task of all honest revolution-
ary workers is to assis?t
in the formation of a new Bolghevik
party - before it is too late.

Ge Crane,

December 15, 1940



CANNON DRAWS AN ANALOGY

l HE S.WPe. is now engaged in pro-
moting the slogan of "Compulsory
Military Training Under Trade Union
Control." Cannon calls for compulsory
military training under the control of
the present #trade unions. The trade
unions at present, however, are led by
roformist agents of Wall Street, In
light of this, a Question was put to
the Trotskyites in =reference 1o the
slogan which the S.W.P. has been rais-
ing. Cannon reported this question at
a recent conference of the S.W.P.:

"An interesting question asked
by some workers was reported here.
'How can you tell the workers to
put themselves under the control of
the unions for military training
when the unions are controlled by
people like Lewis, Green and Hill-
man?'"  (J. P. Cannon, Sociali st
Appeal, October 26, 1940, p. 3.)

To reassure his followers on this
point, Cannon drew an analogy between
hig position on Trade Union Control of
Military Training and a certain phase
of Lenin's tactics in the Rugsian Ree
volution. Cannon advanced the argu-
ment that under Lenin's leadership,the
Bolsheviks, after the February Revolu~-
tion, raised the slogan of "All Power
to the Soviets" althougn the Soviets,
according to Cammon, were wunder the
control of reactionaries "of the
stripe of Lewis and Green, Hillman and
Dubinsky." Lenin's reason in raising
this slogan, <Cannon further asserted,
was based on the fact that the Soviets
embraced the workers. Here 4ia how
Cannon framed his analogy:

"In 1917, following February,
the Soviets of Petrograd and Moscow
were in control of the Social-Democ-
rats and the Social Revolutionaries,
that is, men of the stripe of Lewis

and Green, Hillman and Dubinsky; no .12-

better and no worse. In spite of
that, becauge the Soviets embraced
the workers, Lenin raised the slog-
an: 'All Power to the Soviets.! In
the course of that fight for all
power to the Soviets,the Bolsheviks
won to their side a majority of the
workers." (Ibid. My emphasis—A.B.)

Then drawing the analogy to his
position on Trade Union Control of
Military Training, Cannon continued:
"That's the way things have to be con-
ceived in this question also." (Ibid.)

Let wus proceed t0 examine the
validity of this historical analogy in
the light of the present position of
the S.W.P,

TRADE UNION AND THE SOVIETS

In the firet place it must be
noted that there is a world of differ-
ence between the character of a Trade
Union and that of a Soviet. A Trade
Union 4s an organization of workers
functioning within capitalism with the
avowsd purpose of defending the inter-
ests of the organized workers against
exploitation by the bourgeoisie, pri-

marily in the economic  sphere. A
Trade Union expresses an elemental
form of class consciousness, and, as

higtory shows, its existence is per-
fectly compatible with the capitalist
structure. A Soviet, on the other
hand, is an historically advanced or-
ganization which expresses class con-
sciousness develqQped to its political
form of struggle, embraces the poten-
tial historical interests of all the
oppressed and exploited, represents
the historical form of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, and is incom~
patible with the existence of the
capitaligt state.

Lenin specifically differentiated



betwoen a trade union and a Soviet:

"The Soviet of Workers Deputies
is not a trade union as the bour-
gooisie would like it to be. The
people view it differently and more
correctly: +the people regard it as
a government pewer." (V. I,Lenin,
Collected Works, Volume XX, Book I,
p. 204.)

Cannon, however, in his analogy,
falsely equates trade unions to
Soviets. He takes Lenin's line on

Soviets and applies it to irade unions.
Cannon's whole analogy is based on

this sleight of hand.

It must be noted that when Lenin
raised the slogan of "All Power to the
Soviets® he intendsd the immediate
overthrow of the bourgeois imperialist
government.

The realization of Lenin's slogan
wag predicted on the elimination of
the imperialist government. The real-
ization of Cannon's slogan, on the
other hand, is not predicated on the
olimination of the imperialist govern-
ment .
of power. Obviously, both the formal
and the political aspects of Cannon's
slogan are completely contradictory to
those of Lenin's slogan.

THE BASIS FOR LENIN'S SLOGAN
AND THE BASIS FOR CANNON'S SLOGAN

The extraordinary breadth of the
revolutionary upsurge of the Russian
masses in February 1917 and the cor-
responding virtual collapse of the
Russian bourgeoisie led Lenin to the
supposition that a peaceful develop-
ment of the revolution was possible,.
Thie conception of a possible peaceful
develorment, Lenin symbolized with the
slogan "All Power to the Soviets":

"The slogan of all power passing
to the Soviets was a slogan of
peaceful development of the revolu-
tion." (V. I. Lenin, Collected
Works, Volume XXI, Book I, p. 37,
My emphasis - A. B.) '

Again and again Lenin stressed
the thought that peaceful development

The trade unions are not organs

-

was possible, since, he
in Russia could offer
‘the Soviets:

said, no class
resistance to

"You have 1lived through the
years of 1905 and 1917, you know
that a revolution is not made to
order, that revolutions in other
countries have proceeded along the
gory and bloody road of insurrec-
tion, while in Russia there is no
such group, there is no such class
that could offer resistance to the
anthority of the Soviets. In Russia
this revolution is possible, by way
9f exception, as a peaceful revolu-
tion," (V. I. Lenin, Speech to
First Congress of Soviets - June 16
- July 6, 1917. Collected Works,
Volume XX, Book II, p. 201. My
emphasis - A, B.)

Lenin described this situation as one
of Dual Power and it was in this con-
text that Lenin raised the slogan of
"All Power to the Soviets." From this
angle we see that Lenin raised the
slogan in a revolutionary situation.

Cannon, on the other hand, raises
his slogan of Trade Union Control of
Military Training in a totally
reactiongry situation with Wall Street
in complete control, The Ameri—
can bourgeoisie has so consolida t ed
its power that it already has begun to
take away whatever small “concessions"
it granted to the workers during the
early days of the New Deal period,
Inexorably, the Wall Street government
moves toward fascism. The workers, on
the other hand, are utterly paralyzed
in the face of this bourgeois reaction.
There is virtually nothing in the pre-
sent economic, political, and social
situation in the United States which
even in the remotest way resembles the
Eeriod of the so-called Dual Power in

ussia in which Lenin raised his slo-

gan. The crucial differences existing

in Russia following February 1917 and

in America today are slurred over in
Cannon's analogy.

LENIN DROPS THE SLOGAN

Instead of taking the power, how-
ever, as Lenin conceived, the Ienshe-

léz§ks and S.R.'s functioned through the
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Soviets to prop up the tottering power
of tihe bourgeoisie. By supporting the
izperialist plans of the bourgeoisie,
by struggling against the "illegal"
seizure of tae land by the peasantry,

by refusing to take any positive meae-
ures against the bourgeoisie, the Men-
sneviks and S.R.'s supported the

bourgeois Provisional Government in a
common struggle against tne develop-
ment of the revolution to its prolet-
arian stage. During the July Days
(July 16-18) the Mensheviks and S.R.'s
actually called in troops to shoot
down the revolutionary workers in
Petrograd. Aided by these opportunists,
the bourgeoisie was thus able to re-
orzanize and consolidate its forces.
By July 22, 1817, actual power passed
into tae hands of a virtual bourgeois
military dictatorsaip wunder the Bona~
partist Kerensky. This actual conso-
lidation of power by the baurgeoisie
compelled Lenin +to abandon his per-
spective oi a peaceful development of
the revoluiion, In these July Days,

the opportunists openly revealed their
complete betrayal of the revolution.

Thus, the conditions whici prompted
Lenin to raise the slogan of "All Pow-
er to the Soviets" up until July 18-22
coased to exist and Lenin therefore

dropped tais slogan.

"The slogan of all power to the
Soviets was a slogan of the peace-
ful development of the revolution,
possitle in April, May, June, and
up to July 18-22, i.e., up to the
time vwhen actual power passed into
the hands of the nilitary dictator-
ship. Now this slogan is no longer
gorrect, as it does not take into
account tais already accomplished
passing of power and the real com-
plete betrayal of the revolution by
the S.R.'s and Mensheviks." (V. I.
Lenin, Collected VWorks, Volume XXI,
Book I, p. 37. My emphasis - A. B.)

Objectively, according to Lenin,
this slogan wvould now be a deception
of ths rassess

"The slogan of the power passing
to the OGoviets would at present
sound gquixotic or mocking. Object-
ively this glogan would be a decep-

gion of the people "(V.iI.L e n i n,
Ibid., "On Slogans," pe 49. My em-
phdSiS - A-Bo)

Taus from mid-July to September,
Lenin dropped the slogan of "All Power
to the Soviets."

Cannon distorts Lenin's position
by keeping mum on the fact that in
July Lenin dropped the slogan of "All
Power t0 the Soviets." Cannon, to put
over his own line, refers to the rais..
ing of the slogan in February 1917,but
since the analogy would not hold, re-
frains from mentioning the dropping of
the slogan in July.

It must be borne in mind that
Cannon, in his analogy to Lenin's po-
licy, states to his followers that
Lenin raised the slogan of OSoviet
Power I'"because the Soviets embracsd
the workers" (Socialist Appeal,October
26, 1940). It suffices to ask: Didn't
the Soviets embrace the workers in
mid-July and August when Lenin de-
cided to drop the slogan? The answer
is that in July and August, just as in
the preceding months the Soviets em-
braced the workers yet Lenin dropped
his slogan of Power to the Soviets. If
the factor of the Soviets embracing
the worker s was the cri-
terion of Lenin's calling for Power
to the Soviets, then Lenin c¢ould not
have dropved the slogan because at all
times from February to October the
Soviets ewbraced tne workers. €annon
has completely distorted Lenin's basis
for raising this slogan. Tris is the
most etriking indication of the essen~
tially fraudulent nature of Cannon's
entire analogy.

THE CHARACTER OF THE
OPPORTUNIST LEADERS

To understand fully the context
which originally prompted Lenin to
raise the slogan of "All Power to the
Soviets" we rmst also take note of nis
conception of the oprortunist leaders
at that time. In the first place, the
Russian opportunists were to the
"left" of the rest of the European op-
portunists. Even Kerensky,for exarrpls,
went t0 the extent of voting against



the war credits in the Tzarist Duma,

while 1in general the Menshoviks and
S.R.'s made strong pretenses of being
for Socialism in opposition to the
Russian bourgeoisis. Lenin viewed the
Mensheviks and S.R.'s as "petty-bour-
geois democrats" who vacillated bet-
ween tithe proletariat and bourgeoisie.
In line with this conception, Lenin
thought that it was possible for these
leaders of the ©Soviets to c¢ongsent to
an orderly struggle of parties within
the Soviets, a struggle whica would
determine whose program was correct
and in the interests of the massas:

"Peaceful development would have
been possible even in the sense
that +the struggle of classes and
parties within the Soviets could —
provided full state power had
passed to tne latter in due time —
have taken the most peaceful and
painless forms." (V. I, L e n i n,
Collected Works, Volume XXI, p. 44.
Empaasis in the original.)

And again, Lenin speaking of the
Socviets said:

"Had they had full power, then
the main shortcoming of the petty-
bourgeois circles,tneir main fault,
namely, their confidence in the
capitalists, would have been over-
come in practice, would have been
refuted by the experience of their
oWn measures. The classes and
partieg wnich had power could have
succeaded each other peacefully in.-
side of tne Soviets as the aonly
body possessing all power." (Ibid,)

Cannon, on the other hand, in the pre-
sent situation, is dealing with a
hardened core of opportunist trade
union burocrats who are unswervingly
steadfast in taeir loyalty to the dic-
tates of Wall Street. These trade
union misleaders do not "vacillate" in
their servility to the bourgeoisie.
Unlike the Mensheviks and S.R.!'s in
1917, the American trade union buroc-
rats do not even rretend to bve for
socialism, but openly support the
parties of Wall Street. Cannon  is
well acquainted with the real nature
of the present trade union Dburocrats.

Cannon,in the Socialist Appeal, refers_j1s5. 2.

to the Lewises and Greens as agents of
the capitalists in the Labor movement.
"Green and Lewis and their similars ——
the whole upper burocracy of the labor
movement at present — are agents of
the capitalists in the Laber movement
«v.oo™  (October 26, 1940), Cannon is
certainly far from conceiving the
trade union bturocrats as permitting a
peaceful struggle of parties within
the trade unions. Indeed Cannon re-
ports a conversation with Trotsky,
wherein Trotsky said:

"Do you think Lewis or Green
wouldn't shoot at you? It is only
a difference of circumstancey that
is all." (Socialist Appeal, October
19, 1940.)

When Cannon states in his analogy
to Lenin's pélicy following Febrary
1917 that +the Russian Mensheviks and
S.R«efs '"were no better or worse" than
the present trade union burocrats, he
is flagrantly distorting Lenin's view
of the Russian opportunists at that
period. -

It should be pointed out tha
even 1if there could take place a
peaceful strugzle for programs within
the trade wunions and the elimination
of the Lewises and Greens by even a
revolutionary leadership, Cannon! s
analogy with the Soviets would still
be false. The strugszle of programs
within the Soviets 1involved directly
the transfer of class powsr to the
proletariat. This was so because the
Soviets were organs of State Power.
The trade unions, on the contrary, are
not organs of state power. The strug-
gle of programs within the trade
unions does not directlv involve the
transference of class power; tane trans-
ference of class power never takes
place tarougn the trade unions.

CONCLUSION

1. Ve have seen that in falsely equat-
ing Trade Unions wita Soviets, Cannon
distorts Lenin's concept of Soviets =us
embryonic organs of Proletarian Stais
Power.

Cannon slurs over the fact th at
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Lenin originally raised his slogan of
Soviet Power in the context of a Ievo-
lutionary situation while Cannon raises
his in a totally reactionary situation.

3. In asserting the identity between
the nature of the present trade mnion
leaders and the Russian opportuni ¢ t
leaders of the Soviets, Cannon conceals

Lonin's conception of the Mensheviks and
S.R.'s at that period.

4, When the situation took a turn to-
ward reaction, Lenin dropped the slogan
of "All Power to the Soviets." Cannon

gonceals this fact and hence has torn
Lenin's tactics out of their context.

5, When Cannon states that the r éa son
bohind Lenin's slogan was the fact that
the Soviets embraced the workers, he
clearly falsified Lenin's reasons for
this slogan.

Viewed from every angle, Cannon's
poligy following February 1917 is com-
pletely fraudulent and represents a
distortiorn of the higtory of the
October Revolution,

THE CCRRECT POLICY

The followers of Carinon are poli-
tically advanced révolutionary-minded
workers. An important aspect of taeir
ideology is a strong desire to combat
the intensive militarization policy
which the imperialists are now con-
ducting. A genuine struggle against
all aspects of imperialism, military,
political, economic, cultural, can be
conducted only by the proletarian van-
guard led by a Bolshevik Farty. There-
fore, the first step in organizing
such a genuine struggle against the
imperialists is the winning over of
the proletarian yanguard and 1its
orientation into a Bolshevik Party.
The proletarian vanguard is now pre-
dominantly under the influence of
Stalinism. The first step in a genu~
ine struggle against the imperialists
mist therefore be the winning away of
the proletarian vanguard from the
clutches of +the Stalinist burocrats,
whore it now lies prostrate.

The only workers who can accom~
plish the destruction of the Stalinist

system are thogse who have already ad-
vanced to +the point of desiring its
destruction and the reassertion of Bol-
shoviem as the dominant force in the
proletarian vanguard.

The workers who follow Cannon are
precisely eof this caaracter, bLut Can-
non gives them an orientation and a
policy which yprevents them from com-
batting and overcoming the Stalinist
roaction. He orients them,in general,
not toward the advanced workers who
are wunder Stalinist domination, but
toward the politically backward work-
ers who still cling to the bourgeois
parties and to the reformists. Along
this false orientation he gives them a
totally opportunist policys.

For example, he gives his follow.
ers the slogan of "Compulsory Military
Training wunder Trade Union Control,"
i.e., wunder the domination of the re-~
actionary trade union burocrats, the
bribed agents of Wall Street, the in-
veterate enemies of all the toilers.
He fotishizes the trade union form by
concealing the universally reactionary
gontent given to this form by the
treacherous reformist leadership. Iy
is only by doing this, that he can
palm off control of the military train-
ing by these reactionary trade unions
as a progressive step in opposition to
the imperialists military policy. Ue
obscures the fact that the reactionary
reformigt trade wunions which loyally
serve Wall Street in the economic and
political sphere can only do the same
in the military sphere. In fact, by
posing some future control of the army
by the reformist trade unions as a
progressive step against imperialist
militarism he hides the fact that
right now these trade unions are loy-
ally serving the military policy of
Wall Street. Right now these trade
unions, even without directly control-
ling the army, bind the workers to the
Wall Street war machine. From this
present pro-imperialist function of
the trade unions, any future function
that they might serve is now revealed
as pro-imperialist. This neces s ary
and inevitable connection between the
present and future policy of reformism
is concealed from the view of the
workers by Cannon.
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Thus Cannon takes his revolution-
ary-minded followers and disorients
themm to the politically backward work-
ers and gives them a policy of dis-
guised support to imperialism. That
he has t0 draw an analogy to Lenin's
tactics, to Lenin's policy, flows from
the fact tnat his followers are Bolsne-
vik-minded and he has to satisfy this
tendency of theirs. That ais analogy
is a complete distortion of the facts
flows from Cannon's pseudo-Bolshevik
character, his opportunist politics.

As long as revolutionary workers
follow Cannon, they will be unable to
conbat reaction. Cannon will always
shunt nis followers away from the van-
guard workers who are in the clutches
of Stalinism. And along with thus
disorienting them, he will always give
them one or another kind of opportun-
ist line, cleverly disguised, in sup-
port of some specimen of bourgeois
deception. The workers wno already
desire to cormbat Stalinism and to make
Bolshevi:S™ the dominating farce in the
proletarian vanguard are the key in
the strugzle for the overthrow of
capitalisme If they do not break with
the Cannons and Shachtmans, the key in
this strugsle will be lost for it will
remain in the hands of pseudo-Bolshe-
vick opportunism. Capitalist oppres-
sion, in tne absence of a  genuine
Bolshevik Party, will continue. The
movement o: the politically most ad-
vanced workers, like those now follow-
ing tne Cannon, Shachtman misleader-
ship, in the direction of genuine
Bolshevism will reopen the possibility
of the overthrow of the bourgeoisie,ths
renewal o0f the work of the October

Revolution.
Arthur Burke,
November 25, 1940

Pogteript:

OEHLER "EXPOSES"™ CAKNON'S ANALOGY

In its "International News" of
November 1840, the Oehler group pro-

claims that "theoretical clarity" is
the uppermost question today. (p.2.)
The Mtheoretical clarity" of = the
QOenlerite R.W.L. is strikinzly indicat-
ed in the December 1, 1940 issue of
the "Fighting Worker." The Oehlerite
paper reproduces Cannon's fraudu lent
analogy to Lenin's line 1in 1917 and

comments as follows:

"Cannon forgets only one 'small!
detall. It is one thing to. support
a Working Class Instrument, Soviets,
Trade Union, etc. even thougn it
has a reactionary leadership; and
it is quite another thing to sup-
port a CAPITALIST instrument, the
bourgeois army, the bourgeois state,
etc. EVEN THOUGH it may tempora-
rily be composed of an overwhelming

majority of workers or workers'

representatives." (page 2. My em-
phasis - A. B.)
Note that Oehler objects to only one
detail of Cannon's analogy.

The quotation marks about the
word "emall" is evidently meant as
ironical. It is even more ironical,
however, that the allegedly clear
theoreticians of the R.W.L. let pass

without so much as a word of comment
Cannon's identification of Soviets and
trade unions, his outright falsi fi-
cation of Lenin's reasons for raising
the slogan of "All Power to the So-
viets," his identification of the
Soviet leadership in 1917 and the pre-
sentv trade union leadership, his dis-
tortion of the entire contextual mean-
ing of Lenin's slogan which was raised
in a revolutionary situation. Presum-

ably, this is the "theoretical clarity"
which the R.W.L. offers to the workers
who follow Cannon.

A. B,



STALINIST MASS WORK AND
THE LABOR ACTION

S IN THE PAST taroughout  the

world, +the Stalinist DbYurocrats
today in Mexico are vigorously engaged
in all kinds of mass activities in or-
der to corral the support of the radi-
cal workers. This mass work, in one
of its most important aspects, is eva-
luated in the following terms by the
Saacatmanite LABOR ACTION:

"In the mean time the opposition
to tae Stalinists grows rapidiy,and
it now seems likely +that the reac-
tionaries, rather than the progres-
sive bloc, will gain control of the
S.T.E,R.l. the Teachers!' Federation
of Mexico - J.C.H.l Tais will be

-

worse than the pregent situation,
because tae  Stalinist contrel of
rural education a e rogreg—

sive in many respects. Tae Teach-
ers! Federation controls the place--
ment of teachers, and in the rural
districts the teachers play a great
role in the agrarian reform. The

significance o6f the new rural
scnool in Mexico cannot be over-
empnasized, and the teachers, Dboth
the Communists and the fellow-

travellers, gent put are doingz fine
work." ("The Mexican Stalinists
And Their Role in the Un i on s, "
Labor Action, October 7, 1940. p.4.
lly empaasis - J.C,H.)

It is thus that the Shachtmanite press
evaluates this "mass work" of Stalin-
ism in Mexico - fine and progressive
in many respects!

Let ws, however, 1look somewhat
closer at this "fine and progressive"
Stalinist "work" so a&s to see it for
what it really is. '

Every demagogue must have some
kKind of device which is attractive to
the masses and will win their allegi-
ance. Tee mass work directed by the

=18~

Stalinist burocrats is precisely such
a demagogic snare. Naturally, differ-
ent kinds of demagogues wuse different
kinds of alluring btait. The bourgeois-
democrats wuse one kind of demagogy,
the fascists another type, and the
Stalinist burocrats still a different
one. The Stalinist burocrats  are
pseudo-Bolsheviks and hence have to
use a form cf demagogy whicl appears
revolutionary in the eyes of their
victimsa It is for this reason that
the Stalinist %burocrats can be found
directing all sorts of "mass work," a
great deal of whick 1looks for all ths
world like the sort of work in which
Bolsheviks would be engaged. Strikes,
demonstrations, protests, picketing,—-
the whole gamut of mass work which
lends a "Bolshevik" halo to the Stalin-
ist leaders,— are the everyday grist
wnich feeds the Stalinist mill.

During the most profound phase of
the crisis which was precipitated in
1929--30, the American Stalinist buro-
crats could even be found directing
the work of carrying the furniture
back into the apartments of workers
who had been evicted by the landlord
and threatening the direst punishment
to anyone who would dare to re-evict
the workers. Indeed, the Stalinist
burocrats, who make up in brazenness
wnat they lack in honesty, on a numbter
of occasions even carried out taeir
threats and actually beat up some of
those who tried forcibly to evict the
workers. There is no doubt that this
"mass work" 1looked “fine and progres-
sive" to many a worker saved by the
Stalinist bumocrats from being thrown
into the gutter. And yet, the worker
who came to0 look  favorably on  the
Stalinist leaders because of this mass

work was neading for something infi-
nitely worse than the gutter. He was
becoming a supporter of the inter-

national system of renegacy which was
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the prime factor in placing Hitler in

power, which aided Chang Kai-shek to

rassacre the whole revolutionary pro-

letariat of China, which opened the

gates for Franco in Spain, which para-

lyzad the French proletariat and
brought it to its present predicament,

whica has mutilated the first workers

state and brought it to the brink of
destruction, and which in general has

freed the world bourgecisie to usher

in an epoch of unprecedented reaction.
All over the werld, and especially
where the crisis in the capitalist

system was most profound, the Stalin-
ist burocrats could be found engaged
in tais "fine and progressive" mass
worke

The Mexican Stalinists mnaturally
pursue this same line of demagogy.
They shout about advanced agricultural
methods, about free sducation for the
wasses, against the oil trusts, for
democracy and for anything which will
give them a "fine and progressive" ap-
pearance in the eyes of their victims.
But what fate does all this "fine and
progressive" noise hold for the Mexi-
can toilers? The bloody fate of the
Spanish, tae Chinese, the German, the
Russian, the French masses! Let a re-
volutionary crisis break out in all
its strength, and the Mexican toilers
by the millions will flock into the
trap set by the Stalinist burocrats —
if Stalinism is not first destroyed by
a genuine Bolshevik tendency. Even
now Stalinism is the predominant dan-
ger in the Mexican yproletarian van-
guard, as in that of the German, Span-
ish, Chinese and French masses. Lest
history repeat itself to the detriment

of the Mexican toilers — and of the
whole international working class .-
the firgt tesk which must bs accom
tlished is the crushing of Stalinist
inflyence in the Mexican proletarian
vanguard.

Mexico is rapidly heading for a
reretition of the events in Spain in
1936-39. In all likelihood, Mexico in
the fairly near future will witness
gome kind of an attempt to introduce
fascism. Accompanying this there may
®e the kind of upsurge of proletarian
vigor which Spain saw in the recent
Civil War. The Mexican toilers,highly
class-conscious, are even now burning
with eagerness +to strike a Dblow at
their oppressors. Again, a section of
the international proletariat may face
a possibility of destrgying a section
of world capitalism and of continuing
the line set by the victorious October
Revolution. Will this spark of prolet-
arian life again be snuffed out by
Stalinism? The entire matter hinges
on those workers who have already ad-
vanced to the point of realizing the
need for a new revolutionary party.
But if such workers continue to follow
those opportunists who spread decep-
tion about "fine and progressive"
Stalinist mass work, the whole
struggle of the workers for liberation
is hopelessly doomed.

The first task 1s to break with
the opportunists who perpetuate re-
actionary 1illusions which they camou-
flage with a pretenge of building a
new revolutionary party.

Je C. H.
November 14, 1940
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THE UWCRKERS PARTY INTERPRETS
AN EVERT

APITALISM CONTINUES its decaying

existence, staggering along from
crisis to crisis. At every turn 1t
meets eitner the active or potential
resistance of tie masses and is foreced
to preserve its very existence by the
most brutal methods of repression and
barbarism on an international scale.
Simple demands by the working class
tareaten 10 shake it to its very foun~
dationss Yet in a series of world-
shaking class struggles since the
Octover revolution, tae imperialists
have managed to preserve their power
and their system of exploitation. Its
victories notwithstanding, capitalism
cont inues decomposing at every pore.
Clearly, the victories of the bour-
geoisie over their wage slaves are not
due to some basic strength of the
capitalist clags.

The tetraying force that saved
capl talism in the crisis of 1914 and
again in 1619 was Social Democracy.
The latér Dbetrayals of the workers,
however, are due directly to a new op-
portunist virus that has arisen in the

~very vitals of the revolutionary work-

ers. Every advanced anti-Stalinisv
worker kmows the name of tais deadly
poison - Stalinism - which operates
wnder t.ie zyuise of Bolshevism.

Havin. usurped control over the
Bolshevik Farty, the first Workers
State, and tae Comintern for tne bene-
fit of a privileged burocracy, Stalin-
ism has turned the revolutionary trend
into caannels of countsr-revolution.
Hidingz belind the symbols of Commmunism,
of Lenin, of the October Revolution,
Stalinism is able to dominate nistori-
cally the working class of every
country and to influence decisively

the direction of any struggle  the
workers might undertake. Self-preser-
vation and the interests of the Soviet
burocracy compel Stalinism to work to
prevent the 1liberation of the toilers

The necessary policy of Stalinism,
therefore, is and has always beer to
effect the defeat and destructior of
the revolutionary workerse Let there
be but a ferment for revolutionary
actior amongst the class conscicus
workers and immediately the Stalinists
rush to get control of it so as to be
in a position to thwart tas possible
revolutionary development.

Thae Comintern flunkeys are ex
tremely watchiful of their influere
among revolutionary-minded workers and
work furiously to maintain taeir hold
upon tiaem. The retention of its
stranzle-.old over these class con-
scious workers is a matter of life and
death to the Comintern burocraty.

There are various tendencies
which declare that taey are strug-ling
against tne influence of Stalinism
These tendencies sharply reveal their
trus character whenever they deal with
the issue of Stalinism. Ve may take
as an illustration of tais fact the
way in whickh a certain important event
of recent days was handled by the
Shachtmanite LABOX ACTIOH.

In Great Britain, the issueof
adequate air raid shelters in the
workinzg class districts has aroused a
good deal of indignation amongz the
Englisa toilers. Almost i.mediately,
tne Stalinist burocrats %began to or-
ganize strikes and demonstrations.
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Dwight Mac Donald, in  LABCR ACTION
repcrted on this situation:

"A tremendous popular demand
arose for construction of large
scale deep shelters,where thousands
of people could spend the nigatt in
safety. There were some gemengtra~
tiong organige ed Comrun--
ists." (Labor Acticn, December 9,
1940, pe 3. My, emphasis - A.B.)

Mac Donald then gquotes a news-
paper rTeport which describes one of
these demonstrations led by the Sta-
linists:

""A newspaper report reads: !The
group from Stepney who crowded into
the Savoy Hotel on the Strand last
nignt and demanded shelter were ob-

vigusly wunder Commnist guidanrce.
They delivered a xprepared spesch
dexmanding the government provide
deep bombproof shelters. They were

alloved to stay in the hotel's
shelter until the all clear sounded
and taen they were rusied out by
the police.'" (Ibid. My empaasis
— A.B.)

Mac Donald comments on this report in
the following manner:

"Such invasions of the big lux-
ury hotels glearly have revolution-
ary implicationg — the very fact
that a mob of people 'from Stepney!'
should venture to sget foot inside
the Savoy is remarkable." (Ivid.
My empnasis - A.B.)

And tais is his sole comment on this
Stalinist-led demonstration!  Witaout
80 rmuch as a syllable of cozent on
the Stalinist aspect of the event, iac
Donald glibly switches off to other
matters,- Churchill, the Labor Farty,
the Gallup Poll, and so fortin.

It xust be borne in mind that the
Workers Party claims that it is cone
ducting a struggle against Stalinism.

Yet, +tane Shachtmanite writer here
"forgets" wno led the demonstration
and talks about the "very fact" of a

mob of workers going into the Hotel
Savoy as being "remarkable" and having
"revolutionary implications." This is

. Spain and the

merely an artificial separation of
what the workers did from vho led them.
The total situation is that the work-

led by Stalinist burocrats.

ers werc
talinigrm hes politically proiited and

. gained rrestige by this demonstration.

of this demonstration
and the increase of
Stalinist prestige indicate that the
total situation is being led in the
direction of counter-revolution. To
talk in abstract terms about the ‘'re-
volutionary implications" of thi s
situvation is to omit the element of
counter-revolution existing in it and
governing it. This counter-revolution-
ary element in the situation is the
crux of the whole matter, as has been
proven by the history of Stalinism
ever since its origin,

Tas leadership
by Stalinists

There have Yeen situations in
which there were not only revolutiom-
ary implicationg but revolutionary up-
risings. The entry into the Hotel
Savoy 1is as nothing compared to the
seizureg of factories and palaces in
seizures of tracts of
land by the peasants in Chinae. Just
as in the Hotel Savoy incident, but on
an incomparably vast scale, the work-
ers were "led by Communists," to use
Mac Donald's parase, or speaking cor-
rectly were misled by the Stalinists.
The terrible result 1is only too well
known to the workers.

The very presence of the unex
posed Stalinist renegades in the front
ranks of the working class is a
guarantee of the defeat of the wmorkers,
whether in Spain, in €aina, or in Eng

land. It must be borne in mind that
the presence of Stalinism is a sign
that the working class has not yet

learned the true nature of this power-
ful enemy in its midst. The workers
then will turn more than ever to Sta~
linism in their greatest hour of neat
under tine deadly illusion that it is
the same force that 1led the Russiam
masses to victory in their revolution-
ary struggles.

The essence of the sgituation
amongst the class conscious English
workers 1is that the Stalinists are

capitalizing on whatever ferment there
is among the boldest of the militant
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workers. Instead of warning that the
concrete situation for the revolution-

ary English toilers is fraught with
Stalinist danger, the Shachtmanite

paper babbles abqout some abstract
"revolutionary implicgtions." The
conment of Mac Donald on the aituation
in England is a perfect example of the
fraudulent character of the Workers
Party "opposition" to Stalinism.

A paper 1like Shachtman's LABOR
ACTION which, in the face of important
symptoms of Stalinist danger in the
ranks of the British workers, sgends

its readers' mind into a nebulows
world of "revolutionary implications,"
is not 1leading 4its followers in a
struggle against Stalinism.

For the followers of Shachtman,
the first step in turning toward a
genuine battle against Stalinism is to
break witn Shachtman. The next step
is to join those who stress the need
of a decigive Dbattle against the Sta-
linist enemy and who expose the pseudo-
anti-Stalinists, 1like Saachtman, as a
paralyzing obstacle in tais struggle.

Arthur Burke
December 9, 1940
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THE SCCIALIST APPEAL —

PAGE TWO VS.

PAGE THREE

N PAGE 3 of the December 7 issue
of the Socialigt Appeal, there is

a report of discrimination against
Negroes at Fort Dix, N.J.:
"Motion pictures were |being

shown at the post theatre and those
in charge attempted ¢t0 segregate
Hegro soldiers into one part of the
building."

Albvert Parker, the author of  this
article in the Socijaligt Appeal, then
proposes his solution of the problem -
still on page 3:-

"Tais emphasizes again the need
for tae system of military training
under control of the trade wunions
whici would end discrimination and
segregation, and would establish
special officérs®' training camps to
train. workers to become officers,
so tnat tae worker-soldiers would
have officers on whom they could
depend to fight for their rignts."
{Ibid.)

The Socialist Appeal thus describes to
its followers a policy for ending dis-
crimination and segregation — trade
union control of military training.

In the same issue of the Social-
ist Appeal, we find another report of

a gimilar Jim Crow incident — this
time on Page 2. Where did this occur?
Perhaps in some other training camp?
Not at alll It seems that this dis-
crimination was perpetrated by the
very organization which Page 3 says
wlll end segregation and discrimina-
tion if given control of military
training.

“"A. Philip Randolph and Milton

Wetster, the 1lone Negro delegates
at the A F L convention at New
Orleans, in the midst of their vain
fight to wipe out the 'lily white'!
policy of the A F L crafts, found
themgelves Jim Crowed out of an en
tortainment for the convention
delegates arranged by the New
Orleans Central Labor Council.'
(My emphasis - B.L,)

Thus is the mind of the worker,
doadened with the pipe-dreams on Page
3, rudely awakened by the harsh real-
ity on Page 2. The editor of the
Seocigligt Appeal, of course, did not
draw the connection between the opiwuns
on Page 3 and the antidote on Page 2.
The drugging of the workers! minds
with deception about the trade union
control of military training is the

domingny policy of the  Socialjst
Appeale The report of Jim Crowism in

the trade unions is only an jncidentgl
item used to camouflage the Dbasic
deception.

The reformist trade unions are
agencies for enabling the bourgeoisie
to carry out their reactionary poli-
cies in the economic, political gnd
military spheres. The reformist trade
unions support bourgeois reaction now,
Only those workers who do not under-
stand the reactionary policies of the
reformist trade unions iIn the pregent
will swallow deception about their
having some sort of progressive role
in the future. The Trotskyist slogan
of trade wunion control of military
training is a slogan of placing the
training for the imperialist war mach-
ine under the control of the reformist
agents of imperialism who support and
help to carry out every reactionary

23 policy of the Wall Street financiers.

Hargared Lane




ReWol.?S ANTI-STALINIST VENEER

OHCRETE PROBLIMS of the class
struggle change with the shifting
of the correlation of classes and the
passing of epochs. To be for Bolshe-
vism or for Menshevism in the war of

1914-18 and through the October Revo- -

lution and the revolutionary upneavals
in Germany, Hungary, Italy and Finland
was the problem of the advanced worker.
Both seemingly were for the Socialist
transformation of society, yet only
one wus genuinely for the abolition of
capitalism, thne other was a masked
agent of capitalism - operating wlthin
the workers' ranks,

Today the advanced workers are
confronted with the problem of distin-
guighing between pseudo-Bolghevism and
true Bolshevism, or to be exact, taey
are faced with the problem of Te-
establishing Bolshevism,

The problem exists due to the
rise of the Stalinist reaction which
rarades under the mask of Bolshevism.
A gemuine revolutionary opposition %o
Stalinism can be none other than true
Bolshevism. It goes without saying
that those "Bolsheviks" who pretend to
oppose Stalinism while at the same
time attaching the workers to that re-
actionary force are not Bolgheviks but
disguised assistants of Stalinism. It
is not easy at times to recognize
these subtle aids to Stalinism because
they cover their actual policy with @&
coat of anti-Stalinist paint. And
only through & careful study of their
dduble line, only by scraping off the
anti-Stalinist paint can theiy pro-
Stalinist essence be discovereds

Let us subject to a brief scru-
tiny, the politics of one of the
groups professing to combat Stalinism

-

and presenting itself to the workers
as the true Bolshevik tendency. We

have in view the R.W.L. (Fighting

Worker). We read in the Fighting
Worker of November 1, 1940:-

"No suppert, material or politi-

cal, to ©Stalinism at any time.

Realize that Stalinism can only
play a reactionary role."

Is the above thesis correct? We think
that this thesis is absolutely eorrect.
For Stalinism is the very essence of
reaction within tae proletariat. It
is counter-revolutionary to tne care,
stifling the revolution at home and
abroad. There is no sphere of activi-
ty in which Stalinism can play a pro-
gressive role. From 1its very incep-
tion in 1921-22 Stalinism has Yea
playing only a reactionary role. And
it is obvious therefore, that any sup-
port to Stalinism under any guise, be
it “Bolghevik criticism" or under some
other cloak, 1is esupport to counter-
rovolution and therefore a betrayal of
the working class. The thesis we havs
cited above is correcty, but is ¢this
thesis the real position of the R.W,L.?

A closer perusal brings to light
the true political face of the R.W.L.
Here is this face:-

"The necessity of the Soviet
~Union TO EXTEND THE REVOLUTION t¢
parts of Finland, Poland, Rumania,
and to Baltic nations in an effort
to forestall the inevitable inva-
sion of +the Workers State, shoul¢
now be evident even to the blind.
But the complete falseness of the
methods, of the purely capitalist
methods by which these areas were
taken in spite of the economic
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change is a bdlight agalnst the
world revolution." (Fighting Work-
er, November 1, 1940, My capi-
tals - G.M,)

Thus, in the thesis we  previously
quoted, it is
correctly that "Stalinism can only
play a reactionary role." But it is
the Stalin gang which invaded and oc-
cupied Finland, Poland, Rumania and
the Baltics. Yet in the R. W. L.'s
statement concerning the Stal inist ine
vasions one discovers that counter-
revolutionary - Stalinism, euphemistic-
ally sheltered by the R.W.L. behind
the term "Soviet Unjon," is extendi
revolution! It is only the M%
$he occupation that the R.W.L. objeots
tol Here, in a nmazt-ehell, is politi-
cal support with "ecriticism."

Stalinism, of course, does not
extend revelution, it extends counter~
revolution, either with its own hands
or by freeing ths hande of the bour-
geoisle. Nationalization of property
carried out by a force that plays only
g reactionary role, whether it be
Jourgeois-imperialisgm or Stalinism, is
not progressive. In the imperialist
era, only that type of nationalization
which is directed in the interests of
the working class can be defined as
progressives Stalinist nationalization
of property in the Baltic, ete., 1is
not carried out in the interests of
the working class. It strengthen ed

Stalinism in the S.U. and furthery
undermines, not extends, the October
Revolution. In consequence, Stalinism

reduces still further the possibility
of the political awakening of the Rus~
gsian and international proletariat.And
in this treacherous work, Stalinism is
aided and abetted with "criticism," by
the R.W.L,

Nor is this alls We have shomn
that in order to make the Stalinist
reactionary extension of "the Revolu-
tion" palatable to the workers, the
R.W.L. concealed the worst enemy with-
in the proletariat wunder the sign
"Soviet Union." In effect the R.W.L,
has identified Stalinism with the
Soviet Union. ‘

In the next paragraph the R,W.L.

stated explicitly and -

is not 80 subtle in attaching twe
workers to Stalinism. Naming Stalin-
ism outright it chloroforms the mind
of the workers with the deadly idea
that the internatiomal proletariat is
an ally of Stalinism! And not merely
an ally, but the gnly ally:-

"Stalinism has gained tactical
military advantages, but by its sup-
port of the German Imperialist war
policy {no mgtter whether it goes
over to the "democratic" camp again
very soen T not) it has disorient-
ed further, has extended the demor-
alization of ITS ONLY ALLY, TH E
WORLD WORKING CLASS, " (Fighting
Worker, Nov. 1, 1940. My ¢ ap i-
tals — G‘th)

Thus the R.W.L. works for Stalin-
ism by telling the workers the fatal
lie that they are the only ally of the
ghastliest betraying force that has
ever stabbéd and debilitated the world
working classs Its correct thesis is
Yut a thin veneer ooncealing a politi-
cal agent of that counter-revolution-
&ry force.

Did the R. W. L.'s position that
the working class is an ally of Stalin-
igm originate with that organization?
Is this a new ideological means of
tying the warkers to their worst be—
trayers? No, it is an old pro-Stalin-
ist contraption wused by the Trotsky-
ites of whose basic deceptions the
left-Trotskyites like the R.W.L. are
the disguised peddlersie

"This is the stark tragedy of
the Stalinist policy: it is the
policy of a solidified burocracy,
which has become alien to the world
revolution: which fears for its own
status in the event of an extention
of the revolution and the consge-
quent quickening of the Soviet
workers; which puts its faith not
in itg real glly, the international
proletariat, but in its maneuvers
and combinations with capitalist
'allies.!'" (Felix Morrow, Social-
ist Appeal, Dacemher 1936. My em-
thasis - G.M,)

The political connection between the
R.W.L, and 4its parent body is quite
obvious.
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The world working-class is an
ally of neither Stalinism nor Social-
Democracy nor any other destructive
tendency within its camp. The world
workini-class  today unfortunately
blinded and victimized by opportunism,
is an EEMY of Stalinism; it is the
force whicia will destpoy Stalini sm..
The international proletariat is an
ally, the only ally, of the exploited
peasant masses and the colonial slaves.

Eventually, the world working class
will break the hand-cuffs with which
the sham "Anti-Stalinists" tie it tc¢
Stalinism, will shake off all its be-
trayers, and, led by a true Bolshevik
force, will win its own liberation and
the liberation of its oppressed allies.

George Marlen

November 29, 1940.
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SHACHTWAN LABELS THE S.W.P.

HE RECERTLY CONCLUDED Dbourgeois

election campaign provided a re-
vealing context of an imporiant aspect
of tne political character of the
Shachtmanite - tendency. In the elec—
tions, Snachtman's LABOR ARTION called
for support to Cannon's candidates:

"On the other hand, the Social-
ist Workers Party.....though a sect
wita waom we have serious disagree-
ments, is a revolutionary socialist
organization, Its candidater

~deserve the support of ine work ers
because such support would signirfy

active opposition to Roosevelt!s

war scaenes; for indspendent labor

litical action and for socialism."

ditorial, Nov.11,194C. My emph. JCH)

Cannon, however, slasned out at
Shachtman unreservedly, threw hin in
with the petty-bourgeois pacifists and
attacked the idea of -supporting a
Shachtmanite candidate:-

"It is equally clear that no
progressive purppse would be served
by supporting the candidates of the
various petty-bourgeois pacifist
sects - the Norman Thomas Socialist
Party, the !'Workers! Party, the
Socialist-Labor Pafty, etc. Their
platforms can only delude the work-
ers in tais time of war and mili-
tarism." (Socialist Appeal, Octo-
ber 23, 194G, p. 4.)

The 1ludicrous position in which
tnils places Shachitman 1is, of course,
immediately aprarent. This, however,
is not the important aspect of the
matter. A closer examination will re-
veal some basic opportunist traits of
Snachtman's tendency.

It sufrices to ask: If the S.W,F.
is a "revolutionary socialist organiz-
ation," as Shachtman states, how can
it also be Ya sect." Shachtman uses
the term, "a sect," disparagingly, but

- non's clique.

this can only mean that he is dispara-
ging a "revolutionary socialist organ-
ization." Furthermore, there 1is an
oovious discrepancy between Shachtman's
characterizing the S.W.P. as a 'revo-
lutionary socialist organization" and
his being out of it "in opposition.”
Perhaps Shachtmarn will answer that he
was burocratically driven out by Can-
If the 5.%W.P. is domin-
ated by a burocratic cligue, then it
is a burocratic organizatvion and not a
"revolutionary socialist" one. Buro-
cratism is an organic outgrowth of re-
actionary politics. It is a product
of an interest in power and privilege,
not in revolution and socialism. If
tne S.W.P. is a revolutionary social-
ist organization, as Shachtman claims,
its prograrm must constitute a genuine
strugzle against the bouwrgeoisie. But
part of that program rust consist of
the S."W.P.'s struggle - on Shachtman's
premise - against false programs,among
which, according to Cannon, is that of
the OShackhtmanite Workers Party. The
inescapable implication of Shachtman's
support to the S. W. ¥, is a condemna~
tion of his own program.

If Shachtman should try to squirm
out of his self-contradiétions by pre-
tending that, when he called the S.%.P.
a revolutionary socialist organization,
he meant that the rank-and-file in it
are revolutionary and socialist in
their tendency,he will be resorting to
a piece of cheap sophistry. It is not
the character of the rank-and-file
which determines the political charact-
er of a party. In Browderls "Party"
there are thousands of workers who are
class-consc ious and revolutiorary-
socialist in their intentions. Would
Shacatman on this basis call the Stal-
inist "Party" a revolutionary social-
ist organization? It is the political
nature of the leadershiv and its poli-
cies which determines the political
nature of an organization. ¥When
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Shachtman termed the S.W.P. a revolu-
tionary socialist organization, hs en-
dowed Cannon and his policies with a

revolutionary  socialist political
character, But if Shachtman's char-

acterization of the S.W.P. as a revo-
lutionary socialist organization 1is
true, then it is a revQlutionary
socialist organization whica brands
the Shachtmanite Workers Party as a
reactionary, petty-bourgeois pacifist
outfit. Shacntman's support to such
an organization is necessarily an im-
plied condemnation of his own politics.

Shachtman may also try %o use the
argunent that when he says a vote for
the S.W.P. "would signify active oppo-
sition to Roosevelt!s war schemes" he
means merely that this vote would sym-

bolize sucii opposition and that ne
does not mean Cannon's politics con-
stitute suca opposition. Again, the

argument applies: Why does not Shacht-
man call for a vote for "Courmnist"
Browdsr!s Party on the grounds that
tais vote would constitute symbolical
opposition to Koosevelt!s war schemes.
Browder!s Party 1is also shouting
against Roosevelt's wa r programs
Shachtman may argue that he does not
agree witiy Browder's position on how
to combat Roosevelt's war program. But
Shachtman claims that he does not
agree witz -Cannon's position on this
point eitaer; Shacuitman speaks of Can-
non's slogan of military training un-
der trade union control as "4 slogan
with class-collaboration overtones "
(LABOR ACTION, November 4,1940, p. 2).
Again it 1is clear that Shachtman can
only difierentiate between Browder and
Cannon oz tae (implied) basis of Can-
non's politics as opposed to Browder's,
and it is to Cannon's politigs  that
Shachtman gives support in calling on
the workers to wote for Cannon's can-
didates. But Camnon's politics - wiich
Shachtman is supporting — include a
wholesale condermation of Shachtman,
hence Shachtman's support to Canznon's
Party in the elections is inescapably
implied condemnation of Snachtman's
politics.

Saacatran may even try to wriggle
out on tihe basis of drawing an analogy
between his calling for support to
Cannon's S.W.P. candidates and Lenin's

calling for support to the British
Labor Party candidates in tane elec-
tions. In reply to this, it should be
pointed out that Lenin didnc pdm
off the British Labor Party as "a re-
volutionary socialist organization.”
Lenin clearly termed the British Labor
Party counter-revolutionary. Lenin
cenceived -~ rightly or wongly - of
his tactic in calling for support to
the British Labor Party candidates as
a method of destroying their gounter-
revolutionary influence amongst the
workers. There is not even an atom of
any indication that Shachtman in call-
ing fOr support to Cannon's "revolu~—
tionary socialist" candidates conceiv-
ed of this move as a means of wiping
out Cannon's tendency,for then Shacht-
man would be in the position of want-
ing to destroy the influence of a "re-
volutionary socialist organization."
There is no analogy whatsoever bet-—
ween Lenin's tactics and Shachtman! s .
The gelf-contradictory features of
Shachtman's position in the elect ions
can be whitewashed only with the rank-
est sopaistry.

From every angle, ihe Saachtman-
ite position is revealed +to be a mess
of coatradictions which point to its
innerently fraudulent character.

In the 1light of 4these self-
contradictions, it 1is obvious that
Snachtrwan's characterization of the
S.7.P. as "a sect with +whom we have

serious disagreements" is merely a
cover-up of the fact that he is call-~
ing for support to Camnon's cutfit.
This phrase was 1inserted by Saacatman
to.act as a shock-absorber of wnatever
dissatisfaction might arise amongst
nis followers upon being urged to sup-
port Cannon'’s candidates.

Fron
cy, taere
Shachtman's

the standpoint of consisten-
is nothing out of place in
supporting Cannon on the

bagsis that the S. W. P. is "a revo-
lutionary organization," for
they both are simply aspects

of the same opportunist tendency.

J. C. H.




|
|

AN ASPECT OF STAMM'S POLICY

e atad

:[;N THE CASE of the present draft
law, the desire for a revolution-
ary struggle against the reactionary
trend it represents a strong with
many radical-minded workers. Tais de-
sire takes 1its highest form in those
workers who have already advanced to
the point of recognizing the need for
a new revolutionary party. It is these
workers who are politically closest to
the possibility of conducting a revo-
lutionary struggle against the bour-
geoisie. Nevertheless, most of these
workers, though they are at txne head
of the proletarian vanguard in a
general nistorical sense, are remote
from concretely having even a correct
orientation toward a revolution-
ary strugzle against the bourgeoisie.
Tais is true in the matter of the
draft law  or any other manifestation
of bourgeols oppression.

We may take the proposals of an
article wnica appeared on October 5,
1540 in Revolt, the organ of tae Revo-
lutionary Workers League (Stamm), as a
specific example of the disorieAtation
winich exists amongst suck advanced
wWorksrs. The article is entitled:
"How Can Labor Fight the Draft?" The
first half of the article consists of
a summary of +the hardships to which
the drafi{ will expose the workers.
This is followed Dby the observation
that despite the resentment against
the draft which already exists amongst
wide strata of the toilers, there has

been "no struggle against it on any
important scale.” Regvolt then asks

the question: "What is the explana~-
tion for this failure? And it gives
as the reason: "Reduced to one sen-
tence, it is the lack of a program and
a leadersnip." Revolt after this pro-
ceeds to accuse the A.F.L., the C.I.O,
the Stalinists and the Socialist Party
for failing to lead a serious struggle
against the draft.

-0

So far, very likely, a revolu-
tionary-minded worker of the character
we nave indicated above will sees no
symptom of disorientation in this pre-
sentation of the problem by Revolt.
Indeed,it is only when Revolt presents
its solution of the draft problem that
the real essence of its politics comes
into view. Let us, therefore, examine
in detail the line which Revolt offers
the workers as a struggle against the
drafte

This line 4e summed up by Revolt
in two words: "™ASS ACTION." There
is a fundamental fact, however, which

Revolt fails to connect with this
slogan. Tris 1s the fact that there

can be genuine mass action directed by
a revolutionary organization which
carries the proletarian strugzle for-
ward; and there can te "mass actiom"
directed by reactionary organizations
which paralyze the proletariat in its
struggle against capitalism. The
slogan "mass action" in the hands of
reactionary organization can be noth-
ing but a cover for reaction.

Let wus examine concretely
to see how Revolt  utilizes
the slugan of "mass action" as a
cover for a reactionary essences
In urging its slogan, Revolt provides
the following example as an "inspira-

tion" to the workers: “Huge demonstra-
tions against unemployment in 1830 and
31 compelled the wunwilling state and
mmicipal governments in +the United
States to give relief to millions of
unemployed workers." On the surface,
it would seem that Revolt has proved
its case, tut a closer examination
will reveal quite a different story.

It is profoundly important to re-
call that the unemployed  demonstra~
tions of 1930-31 were engineered and

led by the Stalinigt burocrats through
their Unemployed Councils. The leadsr
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of the Revolt group, Stamm, knows this

quite wells These were Stalinist de-
monstrations, a fact to0 which Stamm's

paper "diplomatically" does not refer.
This ‘'™mass action" was conducted by
the criminal agents of the counter-
revolutionary Stalinist burocracy as a
part of their deception of the toilers.
It is precisely through such "mass
action" +that Stalinism reinforces the
illusion amongst the workers that it
is a revolutionary tendency continuing
the work of the Bolsheviks of 1917.
Tanis "mass work" is a method of tight-
ening the OStalinist noose about the
neck of the toilers. The fact that
tne American bourgeoisie, as a maneu——

ver to quiet the mass of the workers,
temporarily made some concessions,
does not in the 1least alter the

Stalinist nature of these unemployed
demonstrations.

It is not only in America that
the Stalinist burocrats conducted such
"rass work™ as that which Revolt
cffers as an “inspiration" to the
téilers in the case of the present

draft law. In Germany, for example,
in the years 1930-32 there was a revo-
lutionary crisis. The Stalinist rene-

gades also carried on their "ma 88
wor¥" there,— millions of German
toilers were deluded; &Stadigism used

influence over tae
German proletarian  vanguard to sell
out tae German masses to tae Nazis.
Tais was thae unsaot of Stalinist “"mass
work!" in Germany! The Stalinists in
other countries by means of '“mass
work" coverec up this betrayal in Ger-
many.

its control and

It is clear that the fostering of
Stalinist illusions is an organic part
of Revoli's slogan of “mass action"
igsued in tae present situation.

* * *

Starm is merely a reflection of
mach more important "mass liners," In
a further ezamination of the '"mass
line" foriz of opportunism, we turn to
one of Stam.'s political ancestors,
Cannon of the Trotskyitve S.W.P., from
whom Starm inherited his orientation.
also issue slo-

Tas

Trotskyites

gans of ‘"mass action." They orient
themselves toward worl with the rank
and file of the reformist trade unions.
In a recent speech, Cannon indulged in
some *self-criticism" which threws
profouné light upon the utterly decep-
tive nature of the Trotskyite claim
that in their "mass line" they are
building a new revolutionary party.
Cannor characterized the Trotskyite
"mass work" in the trade union as fol-
lows:

"But our work in the trade uni-
ons up till now has been largely a
day to day affair based upon the

daily problems and has lacked a
general vpolitical orientation and
perspective. This has tended to

blur the distinction between us and
pure and simple trade uniozists. In
many cases, at times, they appeared
to be one with us. It was fair
weather and good fellows were t0-
gether." (Socialist Appeal, Octob-
er 19, 1940, My emprasis - J.C.H.)
We observe that in their '"mass work"
the Trotskyites stand self-exposec as
notking more than ‘“pure and sirmple
trade unionists." Now, it is crystal
clear that pure and simple ‘{rade
unionists are not and cannot be build-
ins a revolutionary party. A revolu-
tionist is in the first place infini-
tely more than a mere trade unionis t.
Pure and simple trade unionists in re-
formist unions are reformist support-
ers of imperialism. Duca is the man—
ner in waich the Trotskyites s e 1 f—
confessedly pursue their "mass line"
waici taey pretend is taeir work of
building a new revolutionary party!

Cannon's admission may seem in-
discreet or even stupid, caming as it
does from the new head orf the "4t

International." Taerefore, it must be
made clear that Cannon covered up nis
admission very carefully by givin- the
impression that from now on tkings
would be different in the 5.7.P. He
made it seem as 1if the fact thai the
S.9W.P.'s "mass work" reseribled the ac-
tivity of a pure and simple trade
unionigst was merely a matter o: inef-
ficieney, i.oe., poor application of an
essentially Marxist 1line. Cannon,
naturally, was at pains to conceal "3he
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fact that the "mass orientation" in
the present situation ies organically
opportunistic and is apably a ne~
gation of the struggle for a new revo-
lutionary party. The Trotskyite work-
er is5profoundly imbued with "mass
line" illusions, however, that by and
large he cannot even guess the impli-
cations of Cannon's "gelf-criticism."
Should the Trotskyite worker realize

that in an orientation to the politic-
ally backward workers it is not even
possible to pose the problem of build-
ing a revolutionary party, then, of
course, he would begin to see Cannon's
admission in a new light. The Trotsky-
ite worker would then begin to under-
stand that the struggle for a new re-
volutionary party can be oriented only
toward the politically advanced work-
ers wao have already broken with the
bourgeoisie subjectively and who are

ively pro-bourgeois workers,

The first requirement of a worker
who desires a new revolutionary party
ig to break from Cannon, Shachtman,
Oehler, Stamm and the various other
self-styled "revolutionary" tendencies
which eend him off on a wild goose
chase toward the bYackward mass of the
workers. If even those workers who
already desire a new revolutionary
party do not understand the correct
orientation, 1if they allow themselves
to be conversed into "“pure and simple
trade unionists,"” then obviously the
path to a new party remains barred.
Then the slogan of "mass action" will
remain a snare, a cover for a negation
of the struggle for a new party. Such
negation is, historically, simply a
form of support to Stalin and to the
bourgeoisie, and it is in this histo-

Bolshevik-minded. It is toward the rical 1ight that the opportunists'

workers within the pseudo—Bolshevik slogan of ‘'mass action"® must Ye

political organizations taat the fight understood,

for a new party must be orliented and J+ Co Hunter

not toward the backward,still subject- October 24, 1940
_—
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THE TROTSKY $CHOOL OF FALSIFICATION

From the.meager documentary evi-
dence at the disposal of the revclu-
tionary workers, it is only with the
greatest difficulty +that the picture
of the Stalinist conspiracy for power
can be reconstructed in its major and
most important features. One of the
essential component parts that enter
into this picture is the so-called Tes-
tament of Lenine. Much confusion, de-
ception and controversy has been woven
around this momentous document in
which Ienin laid down a clear-cut line
of removing Stalin.

As we have learned from the few
bits of information available, Lenin
destined this document for the Twelfth
Congress of the Russian Communist Par-
ty, held in April 1923. However, the
world 1learned of Ienin's "will" long
after the Twelfth Congress, and not
from the leadership of the Russian Com~
munist Party, which includsd Trotsky.
In 1925, Max Eastman,an American joure
nalist, a non-Marxist politically,
brought this document to the attention
of the workerss As is well known, the
entire Stalinist leadership vigorously
denied the existence of Leninfs "will."
Trotsky attacked Pastmen,stating cate~
gorically: "ALL TALK WITH RsGARD TO A
CONCEALED OR MUTILATED 'WILL' IS NO-
- THING BUT A DESPICABLE LIZ. . " ( L.

Trotsky, International Press Corres -
pondence, September 3, 1935, ¢#68, p.
1005, Wy capitals = G.H.)

The talk about the existénce of
the Testament persisted, neverthelessew

Years later Trotsky himself published
- a pamphlet "The Suppressed Testament
of Lenin." On page 12 of this pam-

phlet Trotsky tells the reader that
only two persons in the beginning knew
about the Testament, Krupskaya and Le-
nin's secretary, Volodicheva. The do-
cument, Trotsky said, had been kept by
Krupskaya under lock and ley, and only
after Lenin's death did she hand the
Testament over to the secretariat of

INFORMED

e cvms e un e wan cme

STALLIN?
the Central Committee, which as we
know was headed by the General Secre-
tatry, Stalin,

"The so-called testament was writ-
ten at two periods, separated by an
interval of ten days: December 25,
1922 and January 4, 1923. At first
only two persons knew of the docu~
ment: the stenographer, M. Volodi-
cheva, who wrote it from dictation,

“and Lenin's wife, N. Krupskaya. As
long as there remained a glimmer of
hope for Lenin's recovery, Krupska-
ya left the documsnt under lock and
key. Aftex Lenin's death, not long
before the thirteenth congress, she
handed the testament to the secre-
tariat of the Central Committee, in
orddr that through the party cone
gress it should be brought to the
attention of the party for whom it
was degtined." (L. Trotsky, The
Suppressed Testament of Lenin,p.12e
My emphasis — G.M.)

‘The impression was created by Trot-
gky that none of the leaders had read
the text of the document prior to Le-
ninfs death, but that it was brought
to the attention of the secretariat
headed by Stalin, after Lenin died,

Many years following ILenin's
degth, Trotsky in an amazing article
entitled "Did Stalin Poison Lenini% —
an article which by the way has been,
"strangely" enough,received in silence
by Cannon, Shachtman, Stamm and Oehler
and completely ignored in their offi.
cial publications - Of § eudddn-gave
an entirely different version. It
seems from this new version that Sta-
lin had read the Testament while Ienin
was still slive and was preparing to
return to activity. It was the period
of extensive burocratic machinations
which Stalin and his allies, Zinoviev,
Kamenev and others were carrying out
througheut the Soviet Union, Ienin's

-return to political work would have
-3~
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meant the death of Stalin's conspiracy
for power and his position as a party
leader, Stalin realized that his an-
nihilation could@ bDe prevented only by
Lenin'!s death:

"Vhen Stalin first read the text
he Droke out inte billingsgate a~
gainst Lenine The testament not on-
ly failed to terminate the internal
struggle, which was what Lenin wante
ed, but enhanced it to a feverish
pitche Stalin could no longer doubt,
that 1Ienin's vreturn to activity
would mean his own political deathe.
Only Lenin's death could clear the
way for him." (L, Trotsky, Liberty
August 10, 1940, p. 24) v

From . the ahove statement it is clear
that Stalin had read the Testament
while Lenin was still alive, for he
feared "ILenin's return to activity."

In his postscript to the Testament,

Lenin very definitely and explicitly
laid down a 1line for the removal of
Stalin from his poste In the &ame ar-
ticle in Liberty, Trotsky relates that
he, Zinoviev and Kamenev were informed
by Stalin on a certain day "that Le-
nin had suddenly called him in and had
asked for poison." (p. 24) Trotsky
himself intimates that this story of
Stalin's was a pure invention. Troteky
asks concerning Stalin's tale that Le~
nin hgd asked him for poison: - "But

did Lenin actually ask Stalin for poiw
son? Was the whole version not inven-
ted by Stalin to prepare his alibi®

(Ibid,) Trotsky goes on to say that
"Only a few days Dbefore, Ienin had
written his pitiless postscript to the
testament." (Ibid.) In other words,

only a few days gf$er Lehin had writ-
ten his proposal to remove Stalin; the
latter came around with a suspicious
yara about Lenin's "request" for poi-
sone

With the publication of the arti-
cle "Did Stalin Poison Lenin?" Trotsky
had to his "ecredit" three contradic—
tory versions of the story of ILenin's
Testament: - 1) The 1925 version: all
talk of the existence of the Testament
"is a despicable lie;" 2) the 2932
version: the Testament existed and
was authentic,but that it was at first

known the¢ enly two persons and that as
long as there was a glimmer of hope
for Ienin's recovery -~ which hope ,
Trotsky indicated in his obituary arti-
cle on Ienin, existed until Lenin's
very last day - it was kept under lock

and key by Krupskaya. The document
was turned over to the Secretariat,
according +to this version, 1in 1924,

only after Lenin's deathes Trotsky in
this version definitely conveys the im-
pression that the highest leaders, Stam
lin among them, and even Trotsky hime
self, became familiar with the text of
the Testament not before, but after Le-
nin's death; 3) the 1940 and final
versiong Stalin read the Testament
during Ienin's 1lifgqe. Significantly
enough, according-to this version, on
ly a few days -after the Testament was
completed, Stalin proposed to "gend"
poison to Lenin.

There are certain vital questions
which must be raised about this whole
matters, On the one hand, Trotsky
clearly indicates that Stalin read the
Testament Dbefore ILenin's death which
occurred in January 1924. On the 0~
ther hand, Troteky states that he him-
self first learned about the Testament
only on May 22, 1924, i.e., after Le-
nin's death, at a meeting of the coun~
¢il of seniors of the Thirteenth Par-—
ty Congress. Trotsky says: "It was
here +that the oppositional members of
the Central Committee first learned g~
bout the testament, I among them."
(The Suppressed Testament of Lenin, pe
12, My emphasis - G.M.) The question
arises - Hom did Stalin manage to read
the Testament before Trotsky? Is it
possible ‘that Krupskaya, who had the
Testament wunder lock and key, gave it
to Lenin's enemy,Stalin,rather than to
Trotsky to whom Lenin entrusted the
fight against Stalin? Trotsky in My
Life, p. 485, relates that the imme~
diate cause of Lenin's breaking off
all relations with Stalin was that, in
trying to cut Lenin off from all sour-
ces of information, Stalin had been
very rude to Krupskayae Did Krupskaya,
who had a fairly good knowledge of Sta-
lin's machinations and of the sharp an.
tagonism between Lenin and Stalin,pre-
fer to confide the text of the Testa~
ment to Stalin rather than to Trotsky?

There are a few more legitimate
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questions. When Trotsky, as he alleges,
heard Stalin's suspicious proposal to
"send" poison to Ienin, why did not
Trotslky inform the people in Ienin's
household of the possibility that a
Plot against Ienin's 1life was being
hatched? Why did he not disclose to
the Communist workers the character of
the '"poison consultation " Stalin had
held with him, Zinoviev and Kamenev?
The whole "poison consultation," Trot-
sky .indicates,was so0 extraordinary and
bere such mysterious aspects, that the
picture of it burned itself indelibly
into Trotsky's mind and remained there
vividly even in 1940: "I recall how
extraordinary, enigmatic, and out of
tune with the circumstances Stalin's
face SEEMED TO ME THEN., A sickly
smile was fixed on it , as a mask."
(Liberty, August 10, 1940, p. 24. My
capitals — G.ife) Yet, for sixteen
years, Trotsky kept silent about the
whole affairl And Cannon keeps silent
about it even now.

Trotsky revealed at the so-called .

Dewey Commission that when Zinoviev
and Kamenev joined him three years afe-
ter thesa events in 1923, all the se~
crets of the Troika of Zinoviev-Kame-
nev-Stalin became known to himi-~ I
must introduce, that after the split
of Kamemev and Zinoviev from Stalin,
all the secrets of the 'Troika' became
known by me as an ally of Zinoviev and

Kamenev,!" (The Case of Leon Trotsky,
pe 80. My emphasis « G.M.) What se-

crets of the Stalinist conspiracy did
Trotsky take with him into the grave?

Let us make a brief survey of the
relations of Ienin, Stalin and Trotsky
in 1922-1923, 4in the light of the
statements of Trotsky himself, In De-
cember 1922 Lenin prepared his "bomb!"
§cainst Stalin on the National Ques-
tions 1In January 1923 lenin wrote his
postscript to the Testament proposing
the removal of Stalin. A few days la~
ter Stalin consulted Trotsky, Zinoviev
and Kamenev on the question of "send-
ing" poison to Lenin. Early in ilarch
1923 Lenin declared his solidarity

with the Gecrgian anti-Stalinists; the
Mdivani group, and madd ready to de..
mclish Stalin politically and organiza-—
tionally. At the same time Lenin no.
tified Trotsky not to make compromises
with Stalin even on a correct line.
To leave no shred of doubt as to how
he felt toward Stalin, Lenin in a let..
ter on March 6, 1923 broke off all re.
lations with Stalin. Of what signifi..
cance, therefore,was Trotsky's "strange"
and "inexplicable" statement to Kamenev
on the very day when ILenin broke rele-
tions with Stalin, of which Trotsky
was immediately infermed, that "I am
against removing Stalin. . . ."(My Lifs,
Pe 486)7

There stands before the revolw-
tionary workers a whole series of vital

questionse In all his voluminous wri..
tings, in the eighteen years of the
existence of Stalinism, Trotsky with-

held the precise answers to these ques.
tionse The revolutionary workers will
find a full answer to these and many
other questions concerning the origin
and rise of Stalinism and the precise
character of each person's part in it,
including Trotsky'!s, only when Stalin-
ism is overthrown ty the revolutionary
proletariate Meanwhile every revoluw-
tionary worker must strive to learn as
much as possible about the true story
of the Stalinist degeneration of the
first workers states They must not ac-
cept things on anyone'!s say-so, but
must demand documentary proof. They
must break through the conspiracy of
silence by means of which Canncn,
Shachtman, OQOehler and the like strive
to obscure and conceal the real es-
sence and course of the Stalinist con-
spiracy, and especially Trotsky'!s part
in it. The revolutionary workers must
understand why Cannon, Shachtman and
Coe remain silent about Trotsky's ar-
ticle, "Did Stalin Poison Lenin?" and
dodge the issues and questions it rai-
sese Every sincere fighter for the
cause of the proletariat must press
forward to learn the entire truth de-
spite the Cannons, Shachtmans, and Oeh-~
lerse.

George Marlen
December 18, 1940



